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TITLE  6— AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

Chapter  III — Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

Subchopter  E — Account  Servicing 
IFHA  Instruction  451.1] 

Part  361 — ^Routine 

Subpart  A — Account  Servicing  Policies 

REAMORTIZING  DIRECT  SOIL  AND  WATER 
CONSERVATION  ACCOUNTS 

Section  361.8  (h)  in  Title  6,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  (20  P.  R.  9296),  is 
hereby  amended  to  include  regulations 
for  reamortizing  direct  Soil  and  Water 
Conservation  accounts,  and  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  361.8  Other  account  servicing  inf  or  ~ 
mation  on  Farm  Ownership.  Soil  and 
Water  Conservation,  Other  Reed  Estate, 
and  Farm  Housing  accounts.  •  *  * 

(h)  Reamortizing  direct  Farm  Own¬ 
ership,  Farm  Housing,  and  direct  Soil 
and  Water  Conservation  accounts.  (1) 
Direct  Farm  Ownership  accounts  will  be 
reamortized  when  required  by  §  333.4  of 
this  chapter  in  connection  with  making  a 
subsequent  Farm  Ownership  loan  when 
a  borrower  whose  loan  was  approved 
prior  to  November  1,  1946,  and  who 
signed  Form  PSA-LE-228  has  such 
agreement  canceled  unless  immediate 
foreclosme  proceedings  are  recom¬ 
mended  or  the  borrower  was  on  or  ahead 
of  schedule  as  of  the  previous  install¬ 
ment  due  date  and  is  not  obtaining  a 
subsequent  direct  loan,  and  when  a  bor¬ 
rower  who  is  not  behind  schedule  and 
has  made  extra  principal  payments  and 
refunds  totaling  10  percent  or  more  of 
his  Farm  Ownership  loan,  executes 
Form  FHA-176,  “Request  for  Reamor¬ 
tization  of  Farm  Ownership  lioan,”  and 
the  State  Director  determines  that  the 
borrower  is  likely  to  have  difficulty  in 
meeting  his  obligations  unless  his  ac¬ 
count  is  reamortized.  The  impaid  prin¬ 
cipal,  and  future  interest  thereon  at  the 
rate  specified  in  the  note(s) ,  will  be  re¬ 
amortized  so  as  to  retire  the  debt  in  equal 
annual  installments  from  the  date  o{ 
.  reamortization  to  the  maturity  date  of 
the  note(s) .  The  unpaid  accrued  inter¬ 
est  as  of  the  date  of  reamortization  will 
be  divided  into  the  same  number  of  equal 


annual  installments  as  indicated  in  the 
previous  sentence.  The  revised  annual 
installment  will  be  the  sum  of  the  two 
annual  installments  mentioned  in  the 
two  preceding  sentences.  However,  each 
payment  on  such  reamortized  account 
will  be  applied  fii'st  to  unpaid  interest 
and  second  to  principal.  The  borrower’s 
account  will  be  on  schedule  as  of  the 
last  installment  due  date  preceding  the 
date  of  reamortization.  The  installment 
due  date  will  be  March  31  for  borrrowers 
whose  entire  Farm  Ownership  indebted¬ 
ness  is  based  on  notes  with  December  31 
due  dates  with  90-day  grace  periods,  and 
borrowers  who  have  an  outstanding 
Farm  Ownership  note  with  March  31  due 
dates.  The  installment  due  date  for 
other  borrowers  will  be  January  1.  When 
the  revised  amortization  schedule  has 
been  calculated,  the  Finance  Office  will 
notify  the  County  Supervisor,  who  will 
notify  the  borrower  of  the  change.  It 
will  not  be  necessary  to  obtain  a  new 
note(s)  or  to  change  the  face  value  of 
the  original  note(s). 

(2)  Farm  Housing  and  direct  Soil  and 
Water  Conservation  accounts  will  be  re¬ 
amortized  when  a  borrower  who  is  not 
behind  schedule  and  has  made  extra 
principal  payments  and  refunds  totaling 
10  percent  or  more  of  his  loan,  requests 
reamortization  on  Form  FHA-176,  and 
the  State  Director  determines  that  the 
borrower  is  likely  to  have  difficulty  in 
meeting  his  obligations  unless  his  ac¬ 
count  is  reamortized.  Reamortization 
of  Farm  Housing  and  direct  Soil  and 
Water  Conservation  accounts  will  be  cal¬ 
culated  in  accordance  with  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  of  this  paragraph.  The  bor¬ 
rower’s  account  will  be  on  schedule  as  of 
the  last  installment  due  date  preceding 
the  date  of  reamortization.  When  the 
revised  amortization  schedule  has  been 
calculated,  the  Finance  Office  will  notify 
the  County  Supervisor,  who  will  make  a 
notation  thereof  on  the  back  of  the  orig¬ 
inal  ifote,  change  the  amount  of  the 
annual  installment  appearing  in  the 
heading  of  Form  FHA-473B,  and  notify 
the  borrower  of  the  change.  It  will  not 
be  necessary  to  obtain  a  new  note  or  to 
change  the  face  value  of  the  original 
note. 

(Ck>ntlnued  on  p.  2229) 
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Title  6 
Chapter  HI: 
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Chapter  IV: 

Part  430 _  2229 

Title  7 
Chapter  I: 

Part  52  (proposed) _  2245 

Chapter  II: 

Part  210 _  2229 
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Chapter  I: 

Part  76 _  2230 

Title  14 
Chapter  I: 

Part  42 _  2232 

Title  15 

Chapter  HI: 

Part  382 _ -2230 

Title  21 

Chapter  I: 

Part  141b _  2230 

Part  146a _  2230 

Part  146b _  2230 

Title  32A 

Chapter  I  (ODM) : 

DMO  Vn-4,  Supp.  1 - 2242 

DMO  VII-6,  Supp.  3 -  2242 

Title  36 

Chapter  I: 

Part  20 _  2243 

Title  41 

Chapter  IE: 

Part  202 _  2243 

Proposed  rules _  2249 

Title  43 

Chapter  I: 

Appendix  (Public  land  orders) : 

237  (revoked  by  PLO  1279)  —  2244 

1279  _  2244 

1280  _  2245 


(Sec.  41  (1),  60  Stet.  1066,  sec.  510  (g),  63 
Stat.  438,  sec.  4  (c),  64  Stat.  100,  sec.  1  (4), 
68  Stat.  735;  7  U.  S.  C.  1015  (i),  42  U.  S.  C. 
1480  (g) ,  40  U.  S.  C.  442  (c) ,  16  U.  S.  C.  590x- 
3  (a)  (7).  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  1  (a), 
6  (3) ,  50  Stat.  522,  as  amended,  870,  sec.  3,  62 
Stat.  534,  as  amended,  secs.  501  (a).  503,  63 
Stat.  432,  434,  sec.  1  (4),  68  Stat.  735;  7 
U.  S.  C.  1001  (a),  1005b  (e),  42  U.  S.  C. 
1471,  1473,  16  U.  S.  C.  590w  (3),  590X-2, 
590X-3) 

Dated:  April  2, 1956. 

[SEAL]  R.  B.  McLeaish, 

Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 
[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2564;  Filed.  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


Chapter  IV — Commodity  Stabilization 
Service  and  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture 

Subchapter  B — Loans,  Purchases,  and  Other 
Operations 

Part  430 — ^Dairy  Products 

SUBPART — MlLlTAm)  BUTTERFAT  PRICE 
"  SUPPORT  PROGRAM 

The  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
has  announced  a  price  support  program 
for  milk  and  butterfat  for  the  marketing 
year  April  1956  through  March  1957, 
through  purchases  by  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  (CCC)  of  dairy  products  as 
provided  herein. 

§  430.190  Price  support  program  for 
milk  and  butterfat.  (a)  The  general 
levels  of  prices  to  producers  for  milk  and 
butterfat  will  be  supported  from  April  1, 
1956  through  March  31,  1957  at  $3.15  per 
hundredweight  for  manufacturing  milk 
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of  3.95  percent  butterfat  (yearly  average 
test)  and  56.2  cents  per  pound  of  butter¬ 
fat. 

(b)  (1)  Price  support  for  milk  and 
butterfat  will  be  through  purchases  by 
CCC  of  butter,  nonfat  dry  milk  solids 
and  Cheddar  cheese  offered  by  manufac- 


(2)  Offers  to  sell  butter  at  any  point 
other  than  the  four  markets  designated 
in  this  paragraph  will  be  considered  at 
the  price  set  forth  in  this  paragraph  for 
the  designated  market  named  by  the 
seller,  less  80  percent  of  the  lowest  pub¬ 
lished  domestic  railroad  carlot  freight 
rate  per  pound  gross  weight  from  such 
point  to  such  designated  market. 

(3)  For  cheese  offered  on  a  “dry” 
basis  the  price  in  cents  per  pound  shall 
be  that  indicated  below  under  the  col¬ 
umns  for  the  applicable  price,  “stand¬ 
ard  moisture”  basis,  according 'to  the 
percentage  of  moisture. 


Percent  moisture 

33.25 

34.00 

34.75 

37.3  tn  37.7  _ 

34.07 

34.84 

35.60 

35.89 

3R.8m:t7  2 

34.34 

35. 11 

36.3  to  .36.7  .  .  _ 

34.61 

35.39 

36.17 

35.R  to  3t’i.2  _  _ 

34.89 

35.67 

36.46 
36.74 
37. 03 

35  .3  to  .^5.7 

35. 16 

35. 95 

34k  to  3.5.2  . . 

35. 43 

36.23 

34  .3  to  34.7 

35.  70 

36. 51 

37.31 

33.8  to  .34.2  _ 

35.98 

36.79 

37.60 

33.3  to  .33.7  _  _ 

86.25 

37.07 

37.88 

.32.8to.^3.2  _ ... 

36.52 

37.34 

38.17 

(c)  The  butter  shall  be  creamery  but¬ 
ter  of  U.  S.  Grade  B  or  higher.  The 
nonfat  dry  milk  solids  shall  be  U.  S.  Ex¬ 
tra  Grade  (except  that  maximum  mois¬ 
ture  content  shall  be  3y2  percent).  The 
Cheddar  cheese  shall  be  U.  S.  Grade  A  or 
higher. 

(d)  The  foregoing  prices  are  appli¬ 
cable  to  purchases  of  commodities  pack¬ 
aged  as.  follows: 

(1)  Butter  packaged  in  accordance 
with  specifications  set  forth  in  An¬ 
nouncement  LD-15  and  Supplements 
thereto  dated  May  13,  1955  and  July  13, 
1955. 

(2)  Cheese  packaged  in  accordance 
with  cheese  box  specifications  Form  Da- 
270,  as  revised  April  1, 1954,  and  Supple¬ 
ment  1  thereto  issued  June  24,  1955. 

(3)  Nonfat  dry  milk  solids  packaged 
in  accordance  with  specifications  for 
bulk  packaging  for  nonfat  dry  milk  sol¬ 
ids.  Form  Da-259,  issued  April  1,  1954. 

(4)  Purchases  at  the  foregoing  prices 
will  be  made  in  other  bulk  containers 
specifically  approved  by  the  Director, 
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turers  and  handlers,  subject  to  terms  and 
conditions  of  purchase  announcements 
issued  by  the  Livestock  and  Dairy  Divi¬ 
sion,  CX)mmodity  Stabilization  Service, 
U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.  CCC  will  consider  offers 
of  such  products  at  the  following  prices: 


Livestock  and  Dairy  Division,  Commod¬ 
ity  Stabilization  service,  provided  CCC, 
at  the  time  of  offer,  has  an  outlet  for  an 
equivalent  quantity  of  the  product  in 
the  container  offered. 

(5)  Products  in  other  containers  may 
be  purchased  at  prices  determined  by 
competitive  bids  or  at  prices  stated  in 
the  respective  Purchase  Announcements 
for  such  other  packaging. 

(6)  Specifications  for  packaging  of 
these  products  are  undergoing  study  in 
the  Department,  and  it  is  anticipated 
that  revisions  therein  will  be  made. 
Processors  therefor  should  hold  inven¬ 
tories  of  packaging  materials  to  a  mini¬ 
mum  pending  such  revisions  of  specifi¬ 
cations. 

(e)  The  products  purchased  shall  be 
produced  and  l(x;ated  in  the  continental 
United  States.  Purchases  will  be  made 
in  carlots.  Grades  and  weights  shall  be 
evidenced  by  inspection  certificates  is¬ 
sued  by  the  U.  S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture. 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.  S.  C. 
714b.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  5,  62  Stat. 
1072,  sec.  201,  63  Stat.  1052,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  714c,  7  U.  S.  C.  1446) 

Issued  this  2d  day  of  April  1956, 

[seal]  Walter  C.  Berger, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  56-2563;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  II — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (School  Lunch  Program), 
Department  of  Agriculture 

[Fiscal  Year  1956] 

Part  210 — Regulations  and  Procedure 

APPENDIX — ^SECOND  APPORTIONMENT  OP  FOOD 

assistanc:e  funds  pursuant  to  the 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH  ACT 

The  funds  available  for  purposes  of 
the  National  School  Lunch  Act  (60  Stat. 


,  Description 

Market  location 

Unit 

Cldcaeo.. 

Pound.... 

Pan  Francisco... 
Seattle _ 

-..do _ _ 

--.do..—.. 

IT  R  Ortide  T1 

New  York  > _ 

--.do..,-.. 

Pan  Vranci:co... 
Seattle. . . 

—.do _ 

do . 

U.  S.  Grade  A  or  higher; 

Standard  moisture  basis _ _ 

New  York  > _ 

—.do _ 

Produced  before  Apr.  1,  1956; 

Domestic  containers _ 

_ _ do _ _ _ 

Exixrrt  containers . . 

Produced  on  or  after  .\pr.  1, 195ti: 

_ do _ 

Export  containers. .  .  . 

_ do _ ...... 

Spray  process: 

Barrels  and  drums . .  _ _  . . 

1 _ do _ 

Roller  process: 

Barrels  and  drums. -j  ...  .  _ 

1 _ do _ ... _ 

l...do _ _ 

Bairs  -  - 

1  1  t  1 

Commodity 


Butter. 


Cheddar  cheese _ ... _ 


Nonfat  dry  milk  solids. 


Price 


$0.  5750 
.  57.10 
.5750 
.  5825 
.  ."i.'i.’iO 
.  5550 
.  65.'>0 
.5625 


33.  25 
34.00 


34.00 
34.  75 


.1600 

.1515 


.1425 

.1340 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


230.  66  Stat.  591)  for  food  assistance  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  are 
reapportioned  as  follows  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fect  a  further  apportionment  of  supple¬ 
mental  funds  pursuant  to  section  4  of 
the  act. 


W'ithheld 


State 


Total 


State  for 

agency  private 

schools 


Alabama _ 

Alaska _ 

Arizona _ 

Arkansas _ 

California... _ 

Colorado _ 

Connecticut _ 

Delaware . 

District  of  Columbia. 

Florida . . 

Georgia _ 

Hawaii _ 

Idaho.... _ 

Illinois _ 

Indiana _ 

Iowa _ 

Kansas . . 

Kentucky _ 

Louisiana _ _ _ 

Maine _ _ 

Maryland . . 

Massachusetts... . 

Michigan _ 

Minnesota _ 

Mississippi _ 

Missouri.... _ 

Montana _ _ 

Nebraska _ _ _ 

Nevada . . . 

New  Hampshire _ 

New  Jersey _ 

New  Mexico _ 

New  York _ _ 

North  Carolina _ 

North  Dakota _ 

Ohio . 

Oklahoma _ _ 

Oregon . . 

Penn.sylvania _ 

Puerto  Rico . . 

Rhode  Island . . 

South  Carolina _ 

South  Dakota _ 

Tennessee _ 

Texas _ 

Utah . 

Vermont _ 

Virginia . . 

Virgin  Islands _ 

Washington . . 

West  Virginia _ 

Wisconsin _ 

Wyoming _ 

Total _ _ 


$2, 328, 625 
40, 130 
449,871 

1,  576, 169 
3, 352, 994 

538,348 
568,131 
79,434 
186,860 
1,480,930 
2, 278, 139 
215,980 
320, 678 
2, 509,  555 
1,434,121 
1,099, 975 
802, 305 
1,863,573 
1,703,822 
443,  531 
830,538 
1,535, 310 
2,200,676 
1,286,929 
2, 103, 629 
1, 482, 557 
247, 150 
550, 321 
55,025 
200, 018 
1,382, 255 
442, 105 
3, 860, 687 
2,911,205 
347, 142 

2,  549, 191 
1,181,309 

579, 097 

3,  563,  253 
2,700,088 

258, 701 
1,639,538 
327,927 
2,030,632 
3, 836,355 
369, 249 
183, 357 
1,7.52,358 
30,000 
814, 135 
1,179, 7.50 
1,316,365 
125, 616 


67, 145, 648 


$2, 266, 025 
40, 139 
424,422 
1,548,726 
3, 352, 994 
486,857 
568,131 
76,058 
186,860 
1,408,663 
2, 278, 139 
179,895 
310, 652 
2,509,555 
1,434,121 
981,169 
802,305 
1,863,573 
1,703,822 
366,829 
708,520 
1,  535, 310 
1,861,657 
1,079,031 
2,103,629 
1,482,557 
220, 416 
483,  452 
53,143 
200, 018 
1, 089, 727 
442, 105 
3, 860, 687 
2,911,205 
312,640 
2,159,834 
1,181,309 
579,097 
2,875,6.V) 
2, 700, 088 
258, 701 
1, 621, 850 
301,020 
1,977,247 
3, 836, 355 
363, 819 
183, 357 
1,691,270 
30,000 
755, 242 
1,153,075 
1,011,444 
125, 616 


63,938,011 


$62,600 


25,449 

27,443 


51,491 


3,376 

72,*^7 


36,085 

10,026 


118,806 


76, 702 
122,018 


339,019 

207,898 


26,734 
66, 869 
1,882 


292,528 


34, 502 
389,357 


687,598 


17,688 

26,907 

53,385 


5,430 


61,088 


58,893 

26,675 

304,921 


3,207,637 


(60  Stat.  230,  as  amended;  42  U.  S.  C. 
1751-1760) 


Dated:  April  3;  1956. 

[SEAL]  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 

Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  56-2593;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


TITLE  9— ANIMALS  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

Chapter  I — Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

Subchapter  C— Interstate  Transportation  of 
Animals  and  Poultry 
[B.  A.  I.  Order  383,  Revised.  Arndt.  76] 

Part  76 — ^Hog  Cholera.  Swine  Plague 
AND  Other  Communicable  Swine  Dis¬ 
eases 

Subpart  B — ^Vesicular  Exanthema 

CHANGES  IN  AREAS  QUARANTINED 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sections 
1  and  3  of  the  act  of  March  3,  19()5,  as 


amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  123,  125) ,  sections 
1  and  2  of  the  act  of  February  2,  1903, 
as  amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  111-113,  120), 
and  section  7  of  the  act  of  May  29,  1884, 
as  amended  (21  U.  S.  C.  117) ,  §  76.27,  as 
amended.  Subpart  B,  Part  76,  Title  9, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (21  F.  R. 
3,  417,  786,  1165,  1461,  1743),  which  con¬ 
tains  a  notice  with  respect  to  the  States 
in  which  swine  are  affected  with  vesicu¬ 
lar  exanthema,  a  contagious,  infectious, 
and  communicable  disease,  and  which 
quarantines  certain  areas  in  such  States 
because  of  said  disease,  is  hereby  fur¬ 
ther  amended  in  the  following  respects; 

1.  A  new  subdivision  (vii)  is  added 
to  subparagraph  (1)  of  paragraph  (d), 
relating  to  Atlantic  County  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  to  read: 

(vil)  Farm  No.  644,  Gloucester  Farm  and 
Town  Association  Subdivision,  Galloway 
Township,  owned  and  operated  by  Frank 
Tortello. 

2.  A  new  subdivision  (xiv)  is  added  to 
l^ubparagraph  (2)  of  paragraph  (d),  re¬ 
lating  to  Burlington  County  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  to  read : 

(xiv)  Cinnaminson  Township. 

3.  New  subdivision  (Ixxiii)  and  (Ixxiv) 
are  added  to  subparagraph  (5)  of  para¬ 
graph  (d),  relating  to  Gloucester 
County  in  New  Jersey,  to  read : 

(Ixxiii)  Mantua  Township. 

(Ixxiv)  Lot  32,  Block  233,  In  Deptford 
Township,  owned  and  operated  by  William 
Cormany. 

4.  A  new  subdivision  (xix)  is  added  to 
subparagraph  (9)  of  paragraph  (d),  re¬ 
lating  to  Monmouth  County  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  to  read: 

(xix)  Lot  32  D,  Block  11,  in  Marlboro 
Township,  owned  by  Mary  F.  Wilson  Bur¬ 
rows,  operated  by  Thomas  Burrows. 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  upon  issu¬ 
ance. 

The  amendment  excludes  certain 
areas  in  New  Jersey  from  the  areas  here¬ 
tofore  quarantined  because  of  vesicular 
exanthema.  Hereafter,  the  restrictions 
pertaining  to  the  interstate  movement 
of  swine,  and  carcasses,  parts  and  offal 
of  swine,  from  or  through  quarantined 
areas,  contained  in  9  (TFR,  1954  Supp., 
Part  76,  Subpart  B,  as  amended,  will  not 
apply  to  such  areas.  However,  the  re¬ 
strictions  pertaining  to  such  movement 
from  non-quarantined  areas,  contained 
in  said  Subpart  B,  as  amended,  will  ap¬ 
ply  thereto. 

The  amendment  relieves  certain  re¬ 
strictions  presently  imposed,  and  must 
be  made  effective  immediately  to  be  of 
maximum  benefit  to  persons  subject  to 
the  restrictions  which  are  relieved.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  under  section  4  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.  S,  C.  1003), 
it  is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice 
and  other  public  procedure  with  respect 
to  the  amendment  are  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  the 
amendment  may  be  made  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(Sep.  7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended,  secs.  1,  2, 
32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended,  secs.  1,  3,  33 


Stat.  1264,  as  amended,  1265,  as  amended; 
21  U.  S.  C.  111-113,  117,  120,  123,  125) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  2d 
day  of  April  1956. 

[seal]  M.  R.  Clarkson, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-2594;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


TITLE  15— COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  III — Bureau  of  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce,  Department  of  Commerce 

Subchapter  B— Export  Regulations 

[7th  Gen.  Rev.  of  Export  .Regs.,  Arndt.  55] 

Part  382 — ^Denial  or  Suspension  of 
Export  Privileges 

CHANGE  IN  terminology 

Part  382  is  amended  by  substituting 
the  words  “Export  Control  Investigation 
Staff”  for  the  words  “Director,  Export 
(Control  Investigation  Staff”  wherever 
such  words  appear  in  the  part. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  April  6,  1956. 

(Sec.  3,  63  Stat.  7,  as  amended;  50  U.  S.  C. 
App.  2023.  E.  O.  9630.  10  F.  R.  12245,  3  CFR, 
1945  Supp.,  E.  O.  9919,  13  F.  R.  59,  3  CFR, 
1948  Supp.) 

Loring  K.  Macy, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-2565;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


TITLE  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare 

Part  141b — Streptomycin  (or  Dihydro¬ 
streptomycin)  AND  Streptomycin-  (or 
Dihydrostreptomycin-)  Containing 
Drugs;  Tests  and  Methods  of  Assay 

Part  146a — Certification  of  Penicillin 
AND  Penicillin-Containing  Drugs 

Part  146b — Certification  of  Strept6- 
MYCiN  (or  Dihydrostreptomycin)  and 
Streptomycin-  (or  Dihydrostrepto- 
MYCIN-)  Containing  Drugs 

DIHYDROSTREPTOMYCIN  SULFATE  VETERI¬ 
NARY;  DIHYDROSTREPTOMYCIN  HYDRO¬ 
CHLORIDE  VETERINARY 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  by  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  507, 
701,  52  Stat.  1055,  59  Stat.  463,  61  Stat. 
11,  63  Stat.  409,  67  Stat.  389;  21  U.  S.  C. 
357,  371)  and  delegated  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  (20  F.  R.  1996),  the  regulations  for 
tests  and  methods  of  assay  for  antibiotic 
and  antibiotic-containing  drugs  (21  CTR 
Part  141b)  and  certification  of  antibiotic 
and  antibiotic -containing  drugs  (21  CFR 
Parts  146a,  146b)  are  amended  as  indi¬ 
cated  below: 

1.  Section  141b.ll9  is  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 


Friday,  April  6,  1956 
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a.  The  section  headnote  and  para¬ 
graph  (a)  are  amended  to  read: 

§  141b.ll9  Streptomycin  sulfate  vet~ 
erinary;  dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate 
veterinary;  dihydrostreptomycin  hydro~ 
chloride  veterinary — (a)  Potency.  If  it 
is  streptomycin  sulfate  veterinary,  pro¬ 
ceed  as  directed  in  §  141b.l01.  If  it  is  di¬ 
hydrostreptomycin  sulfate  veterinary  or 
dihydrostreptomycin  hydrochloride  vet¬ 
erinary,  proceed  as  directed  in  §  141b.l01 
(j),  using  the  dihydrostreptomycin 
working  standard  as  the  standard  of 
comparison. 

b.  Section  141b.ll9  is  further  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  paragraph 
at  the  end  thereof : 

(e)  Streptomycin  content  iif  it  is  di¬ 
hydrostreptomycin)  .  Proceed  as  directed 
in  §  141b.l08  (b). 

2.  Section  141b.l20  is  amended  by 
changing  the  section  headnote  and  para¬ 
graph  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  141b.l20  Streptomycin  sulfate 
powder  oral  veterinary;  streptomycin 
sulfate  granules  oral  veterinary;  dihy¬ 
drostreptomycin  sulfate  powder  oral 
veterinary;  dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate 
granules  oral  veterinary;  dihydrostrepto¬ 
mycin  hydrochloride  powder  oral  veteri¬ 
nary;  dihydrostreptomycin  hydrochloride 
granules  oral  veterinary — (a)  Potency. 
Proceed  as  directed  in  §  141b.l01,  except 
if  it  contains  dihydrostreptomycin  use 
the  dihydrostreptomycin  working  stand¬ 
ard  as  the  standard  of  comparison.  Its 
potency  is  satisfactory  if  it  contains  not 
less  than  90  percent  of  the  number  of 
milligrams  of  streptomycin  or  dihydro¬ 
streptomycin  per  gram  that  it  is  repre¬ 
sented  to  contain. 

3.  In  §  146a.54  Penicillin-streptomycin 
ointment  •  •  paragraph  (a)  (21  is 
amended  by  changing  the  last  two  sen¬ 
tences  to  read:  “If  the  ointment  is  in¬ 
tended  for  human  use,  the  streptomycin 
or  dihydrostreptomycin  used  conforms  to 
the  standards  prescribed  by  §  146b.  101 
(a)  or  §  146b.l03  of  this  chapter,  except 
the  standards  for  sterility,  pyrogens,  and 
histamine.  If  the  ointment  is  intended 
solely  for  veterinary  use,  the  streptomy¬ 
cin  or  dihydrostreptomycin  used  may 
conform  to  the  standards  prescribed  by 
§  146b.ll4  (a)  of  this  chapter.” 

4.  In  §  146a.57  Procaine  penibillin  and 
streptomycin  in  oil*  *  *,  paragraph  (a) 
(1)  is  amended  by  changing  the  last  two 
sentences  to  read:  “The  streptomycin  or 
dihydrostreptomycin  used  conforms  to 
the  standards  prescribed  by  §  146b.l01 
(a)  or  §  146b. 103  of  this  chapter,  except 
the  standards  for  sterility,  pyrogeps,  and 
histamine,  or  by  §  146b.ll4  (a)  of  this 
chapter.” 

5.  In  §  146a.88  Penicillin-streptomycin 

tablets  •  •  paragraph  (a)  (1)  is- 

amended  by  changing  the  last  two  sen¬ 
tences  of  the  subparagraph  to  read:  “If 
the  tablets  are  intended  for  human  use, 
the  streptomycin  or  dihydrostreptomycin 
used  conforms  to  the  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  §  146b.l01  (a)  or  §  146b.l03  of 
this  chapter,  except  the  standards  for 
sterility  and  pyrogens.  If  the  tablets 
are  intended  solely  for  veterinary  use, 
the  streptomycin  or  dihydrostreptomy¬ 
cin  used  may  conform  to  the  standards 


prescribed  by  §  146b.ll4  (a)  of  this 
chapter.” 

6.  In  §  146b.l04  Streptomycin  tablets 
*  *  *,  paragraph  (a)  Standards  of 
identity  *  *  *  is  amended  by  changing 
the  fifth  and  sixth  sentences  to  read: 
“If  the  tablets  are  intended  for  human 
use,  the  streptomycin  or  dihydrostrepto¬ 
mycin  used  conforms  to  the  standards 
prescribed  by  §  146b.l01  (a)  or  §  146b.- 
103,  except  the  standards  for  sterility 
and  pyrogens.  If  the  tablets  are  in¬ 
tended  solely  for  veterinary  use,  the 
streptomycin  or  dihydrostreptomycin 
used  may  conform  to  the  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  §  146b.ll4  (a).” 

7.  Section  146b.ll2  Streptomycin  for 
inhalation  therapy  *  *  *  is  amended  in 
the  following  respects: 

a.  Paragraph  (a)  Standards  of  iden¬ 
tity  *  *  *  is  amended  by  changing  the 
second  and  third  sentences  to  read:  “If 
it  is  intended  for  human  use,  the  strepto¬ 
mycin  or  dihydrostreptomycin  used  con¬ 
forms  to  the  standards  prescribed  by 
§  146b.l01  (a)  or  §  146b.l03,  except  the 
standards  for  sterility  and  pyrogens, 
and  except  that  if  it  is  packaged  with 
inert  g£ises  its  moisture  content  is  not 
more  than  0.5  percent.  If  it  is  intended 
solely  for  veterinary  use,  the  streptomy¬ 
cin  or  dihydrostreptomycin  used  may 
conform  to  the  standards  prescribed  by 
§  146b.ll4  (a) ,  except  that  if  it  is  pack¬ 
aged  with  inert  gases  its  moisture  con¬ 
tent  is  not  more  than  0.5  percent.” 

b.  In  paragraph  (d)  Request  for  cer¬ 
tification;  samples,  subparagraph  (1)  is 
amended  by  inserting  in  the  second  sen¬ 
tence,  after  the  words  "histamine  con¬ 
tent”,  the  following  parenthetical 
expression:  “(unless  it  is  intended  solely 
for  veterinary  use) ,”. 

8.  Section  146b.ll4  is  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 

a.  The  section  headnote  and  para¬ 
graph  (a)  are  changed  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  146b.ll4  Streptomycin  sulfate  vet¬ 
erinary;  dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate 
veterinary;  dihydrostreptomycin  hydro¬ 
chloride  veterinary — la)  Standards  of 
identity,  strength,  quality,  and  purity. 
Streptomycin  sulfate  veterinary  is  the 
sulfate  salt  of  a  kind  of  streptomycin  or 
a  mixture  of  two  or  more  such  salts. 
Dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate  veterinary 
and  dihydrostreptomycin  hydrochloride 
veterinary  are  the  hydrogenated  sulfate 
or  hydrochloride  salt  of  a  kind  of  strep¬ 
tomycin  or  a  mixture  of  two  or  more 
such  salts.  Each  such  drug  is  so  puri¬ 
fied  and  dried  that: 

b.  Section  146b.ll4  (a)  is  further 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
subparagraph: 

(5)  If  it  is  dihydrostreptomycin  sul¬ 
fate  veterinary  or  dihydrostreptomycin 
hydrochloride  veterinary,  its  content  of 
streptomycin  is  not  more  than  5  percent 
when  calculated  sis  streptomycin  bsuse. 

c.  Paragraph  (c)  Labeling  is  amended 
by  deleting  from  the  introductory  clause 
the  words  “of  streptomycin  sulfate  oral 
veterinary”. 

d.  Paragraph  (c)  (2)  is  amended  by 
by  changing  the  word  “streptomycin”  to 
read  “streptomycin  or  dihydrostrepto¬ 
mycin”. 


e.  Paragraph  (c)  (4)  is  amended  by 
changing  the  word  "oral”  to  read  “non- 
sterile”. 

f.  In  paragraph  (d)  Request  for  cer¬ 
tification;  samples,  subparsigraph  (1)  is 
sunended  to  resid  sis  follows: 

(1)  In  addition  to  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  §  146.2  of  this  chapter, 
a  person  who  requests  certification  of  a 
batch  shall  submit  with  his  request  a 
statement  showing  the  batch  msurk,  the 
number  of  packages  of  each  size  in  the 
batch,  the  number  of  milligrst^  of 
streptomycin  or  dihydrostreptomycin 
per  gram,  and  the  total  number  of  grsims 
of  streptomycin  or  dihydrostreptomycin 
in  each  package.  Such  request  shall  be 
accompanied  or  followed  by  the  results 
of  tests  and  assays  made  by  him  on  the 
batch  for  potency,  toxicity,  moisture, 
pH,  and  streptomycin  content  if  it  is 
dihydrostreptomycin. 

9.  Section  146b.ll5  is  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 

a.  The  section  headnote  and  para¬ 
graph  (a)  are  changed  to  read: 

§  146b.ll5  Streptomycin  sulfate  pow¬ 
der  oral  veterinary;  streptomycin  sulfate 
granules  oral  veterinary;  dihydrostrep¬ 
tomycin  sulfate  powder  oral  veterinary; 
dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate  granules 
oral  veterinary;  dihydrostreptomycin 
hydrochloride  powder  oral  veterinary; 
dihydrostreptomycin  hydrochloride 
granules  oral  veterinary. — (a)  Stand¬ 
ards  of  identity,  strength,  quality,  and 
purity.  Streptomycin  sulfate  powder 
oral  veterinary,  streptomycin  sulfate 
granules  oral  veterinary,  dihydrostrep¬ 
tomycin  sulfate  powder  oral  veterinary, 
dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate  granules 
oral  veterinary,  dihydrostreptomycin 
hydrochloride  powder  oral  veterinary, 
and  dihydrostreptomycin  hydrochloride 
granules  oral  veterinary  are  streptomy¬ 
cin  sulfate  veterinary,  dihydrostrepto¬ 
mycin  sulfate  veterinary,  or  dihydro¬ 
streptomycin  hydrochloride  veterinary, 
with  or  without  one  or  more  suitable  and 
harmless  diluents  and  stabilizing  agents 
and  with  or  without  one  or  more  suitable 
sulfonamides.  Its  potency  is  not  less 
than  333  micrograms  per  milligram.  Its 
moisture  content  is  not  more  than  7.0 
percent.  The  streptomycin  or  dihydro¬ 
streptomycin  used  conforms  to  the 
standards  prescribed  by  §  146b.ll4  (a). 
Each  other  ingredient  used,  if  its  name 
is  recognized  in  the  U.  S.  P.  or  N.  P., 
conforms  to  the  standards  prescribed 
therefor  by  such  official  compendium. 

h.  Paragraph  (c)  Labeling  is  amended 
by  changing  the  word  “streptomycin”  in 
subparagraph  (1)  (ii)  to  read  “strepto- 
niycin  or  dihydrostreptomycin”. 

c.  Paragraph  (c)  (2)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

(2)  On  the  label  and  labeling,  if  it 
contains  one  or  more  sulfonamides,  after 
the  name  “streptomycin  sulfate  powder 
oral  veterinary,”  “streptomycin  sulfate 
granules  oral  veterinary,”  “dihydro¬ 
streptomycin  sulfate  powder  oral  veteri¬ 
nary,”  “Dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate 
granules  oral  veterinary,”  “dihydrostrep¬ 
tomycin  hydrochloride  powder  oral 
veterinary,”  or  “dihydrostreptomycin 
hydrochloride  granules  oral  veterinary,” 
wherever  such  name  appears,  the  WOTds 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


(b)  Actual  length  of  runway  required  when 
“effective  length”,  considering  obstacles,  is 
not  detero[iined.  (Distance  to  accelerate  to 
93  knots  HAS,  and  stop  divided  by  the  factor 
0.85.) 


“with  sulfonamide (s),**  in  juxtaposition  TITL 
with  such  name. 

d.  In  paragraph  (d)  Request  for  cer-  Chapt« 

tification;  samples,  subparagraph  (1)  is  Sul 

amended  by  changing  the  words  “strep¬ 
tomycin  sulfate  oral  veterinary”  to  read  p.rt 
“streptomycin  or  dihydrostreptomycin”.  ^art 

e.  Paragraph  (d)  (2)  (ii)  is  amended 

to  read:  convi 

(ii)  The  streptomycin  or  dihydro¬ 
streptomycin  used  in  making  the  batch;  The  ] 
potency,  toxicity,  moisture,  pH,  and  convert 
streptomycin  content  if  it  is  dihydro-  applical 
streptomycin. 

§  42.22a 

f.  Paragraph  (d)  (3)  (ii)  is  amended  qj 

by  changing  the  words  “streptomycin 
sulfate  oral  veterinary”  to  read  “strepto-  persons 
mycin  or  dihydrostreptomycin”.  served 

g.  Paragraph  (f)  is  amended  by  procedi 
changing  the  paragraph  headnote  and  ^gg^j 
the  introduction  to  the  paragraph  to  ^edure 

unnece! 

(f)  Exemption  of  streptomycin  svl-  Secti 
fate  powder  oral  veterinary,  streptomy-  42.80-7 
cin  sulfate  granules  oral  veterinary,  di~  follows 
hydrostreptomycin  sulfate  powder  oral 
veterinary,  dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate 
granules  oral  veterinary,  dihydrostrep~ 
tomycin  hydrochloride  powder  oral 
veterinary,  and  dihydrostreptomycin 
hydrochloride  granules  oral  veterinary 
from  certification.  Streptomycin  sul¬ 
fate  powder  oral  veterinary,  streptomy¬ 
cin  sulfate  granules  oral  veterinary, 
dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate  powder  oral 
veterinary,  dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate 
granules  oral  veterinary,  dihydrostrep¬ 
tomycin  hydrochloride  powder  oral  vet¬ 
erinary,  and  dihydrostreptomycin  hy¬ 
drochloride  granules  oral  veterinary  that 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  (except  that  they  may  con¬ 
tain  one  or  more  essential  vitamin  and 
mineral  substances  for  nutritive  pur¬ 
poses)  ,  (b) ,  and  (c)  of  this  section  shall 
be  exempt  from  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tions  502  (1)  and  507  of  the  act,  if  they 
comply  with  all  the  following  condi¬ 
tions:  •  •  • 

Notice  and  public  procedure  are  not 
necessary  prerequisites  to  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  this  order,  and  I  so  find,  since  it 
was  drawn  in  collaboration  with  inter¬ 
ested  members  of  the  affected  industry, 
since  it  conditionally  relaxes  existing  re¬ 
quirements,  and  since  it  would  be  against 
public  interest  to  delay  providing  for  the 
amendments  set  forth  above. 

I  further  find  the  antibiotic  drugs  cov¬ 
ered  by  amendment  9,  above,  need  not 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  sections 
502  (1)  and  507  of  the  Federal  Food, 

Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  in  order  to  in¬ 
sure  their  safety  and  eflacacy,  provided 
they  comply  with  paragraph  (f)  of 
§  146b.ll5. 

This  order  shall  become  effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register, 
since  both  the  public  and  the  affected 
industry  will  benefit  by  the  earliest  effec¬ 
tive  date,  and  I  so  find. 

(Sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055,  as  amended;  21 
U.  S.  C.  371.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  507,  59 
Stat.  463,  as  amended;  21  U.  S.  C.  357) 

Dated:  March  30,  1956. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2567;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


Airplane  weight  in  pounds 


standard  altitude 
in  feet 


Distance  in  feet 


«  For  use  with  Curtiss  model  C46  airplanes  when  ap¬ 
proved  for  this  weight. 

Table  2 — En  Route  Limitations 

(a)  Curtiss  model  (>-46  certificated  for 
maximum  weight  of  45,000  pounds  (based 
on  a  climb  speed  of  113  knots  (TIAS) ) . 


*  Highest  altitude  of  terrain  over  which  airplane  may 
be  operated  in  compliance  with  }  42.82. 

(b)  Curtiss  model  C-46  certificated  for 
maximum  weight  of  48,000  pounds  or  with 
engine  installation  approved  for  2,550  revo¬ 
lutions  per  minute  (1,700  brake  horsepower). 
Maximum  continuous  power  in  low  blower  ^ 
(based  on  a  climb  speed  of  113  knots 
(TIAS.)) 


•  For  u.se  with  Curtiss  model  C46  airplanes  when  ap-  *  Highest  altitude  of  terrain  over  which  airplane  may 
proved  for  this  weight.  be  operated  in  compliance  with  §  42.82. 

Table  3 — ^Landing  Limitations 

(a)  “Effective  length”  of  runway  required  when  effective  length  is  determined  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §42.1  (a)  (12)  with  zero  wind  and  zero  gradient.  (1)  Chirtiss  model  0-46 
certificated  for  maximum  weight  of  45,000  pounds. 


Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach  speeds  >  in  knots 


Standard  altitude  in  feet 


Distance  in  feet 


*  Steady  approach  speed  through  60-foot  height— knots  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  Kw. 

^Ekigine  installations  having  P  &  W  R-280(>-27,  -43,  -51,  -71,  -75,  -79  engines  can  be 
approved  for  1,700  brake  horsepower  in  low  blower.  See  engine  specification  chap.  19,  p. 
30.02  revised  Oct.  10,  1949. 


Standard  altitude 
in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds 

39,000 

42,000 

45,000 

>48,000 

Distance  in  feet 

S.  L..» . 

4,110 

4, 295 

4,670 

4,9.50 

1,000 . 

4,250 

4,450 

4,725 

6,130 

2.0(K) . 

4,400 

4,600 

4,880 

5,300 

3,000 . 

4,650 

4,890 

5, 190 

5,680 

4,000 . 

4,910 

6,170 

5,500 

6,050 

5,000 . 

6,165 

5,450 

5,810 

6,4.30 

6,000 . : 

5,420 

6,730 

6,120 

6,805 

7,000 . 

5,685 

6,000 

6,440 

7,180 

8,000 . 

5,940 

6,280 

6,750 

7,550 

Weight  (pounds) 

Terrain 
clearance ' 
(feet) 

Blower 

setting 

48,000 . 

6,860 

Low. 

47,000 . 

6,300 

Do. 

46,000 . 

6,700 

Do. 

45,000 . 

7,200 

Do, 

44,500 . 

7,4.50 

Do. 

44,250 . 

siooo 

High. 

44,000 . 

8,5.50 

Do, 

43,000 . 

10,800 

Do. 

42,000 . 

12,500 

Do. 

41,000 . 

13,000 

Do. 

Weight  (pounds) 

Terrain 
clearance  > 
(feet) 

Blower 

setting 

4.5,000 . 

6,450 

Low. 

44,000 _  --  _ 

7,000 

Do. 

43,000 . 

42,200 . 

7,550 

Do. 

8;  000 

High. 

41,000 . 

9,600 

Do. 

40.000 _  _ 

11,000 

Do. 

39,000 . 

12,300 

Do. 

3.700 

86.0 

3,8.55 

88.0 

4,030 

90.6 

4,110 

3,800 

86.0 

3,960 

88.0 

il40 

90.5 

4,220 

3,900 

86.0 

4,070 

88.0 

4,250 

90.5 

4,335 

4,050 

86.0 

4,180 

88.0 

4,360 

90.5 

4.4.50 

4,110 

86.0 

4,290 

88.0 

4,475 

90.5 

4,565 

4, 215 

86.0 

4,400 

88.0 

4,595 

90.5 

4,680 

4,330 

86.0 

4,515 

88.0 

4,710 

90.6 

4,800 

4,430 

86.0 

4.635 

88.0 

4,845 

90.5 

4,930 

4,550 

86.0 

4,765 

88.0 

4,970 

90.5 

5^060 

S.L . 

4, 835 

5,050 

6,375 

5,825 

1,000 . 

5,000 

5,235 

6,555 

6,035 

2,000 . 

6, 175 

5,410 

5,740 

6, 235 

3,000 . 

6, 470 

5,750 

6, 105 

6,680 

4,000 . 

5,775 

6,080 

6,470 

7,120 

5,000 . 

6,075 

6,410 

6,830 

7,565 

6,000 . 

6,375 

6, 740 

7,200 

8,005 

7,000 . 

6.690 

7,060 

7,575 

8,445 

8,000 . 

6,990 

7,390 

7,940 

8,880 

Friday,  April  6,  1956 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


N  '  2233 


(2)  Curtiss  model  0-46  certificated  for  maximum  weight  of  48,000  pounds.* 


Standard  altitude  in  feet 

4 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach  speeds  >  in  knots 

42,000 

v,« 

44,000 ' 

1  M 

46,000 

I'm 

48,000 

Vm 

Distance  in  feet 

8.  L . . . 

2,890 

80.5 

3,000 

82.0 

3,110 

84.5 

.3, 215 

86.0 

1,000 . 

2,960 

80.5 

3,070 

82.0 

3,180 

84.5 

.3,285 

86.0 

2,000 . 

3,035 

80.5 

3, 145 

82.0 

3,2.50 

84.5 

3,360 

86.0 

3,000 . 

3,110 

80.5 

3,215 

82.0 

3,3.30 

84.5 

3,4:io 

86.0 

4,000 . . 

3,185 

80.5 

3,300 

82.0 

3,410 

84.5 

3,  .520 

86.0 

6,000 . - . 

3,260 

80.5 

3, 370 

8Z0 

3, 495 

84.5 

.3, 615 

86.0 

6,000 . 

3,3:10 

80.5 

3, 460 

82.0 

3,  .580 

84.6 

3,700 

86.0 

7,000 . 

3, 415 

80.6 

3,  545 

82.0 

3, 670 

84.5 

3, 8(H) 

86.0 

8,000 . 

3,500 

80.5 

3,635 

82.0 

3, 765 

84.5 

3,900 

86.0 

1  Steady  approach  speed  through  SO  foot-height-knots  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  V’m. 


(b)  Actual  length  of  runway  required  when  effective  length,  considering  obstacles,  is  not 
determined  in  accordance  with  §42.1  (a)  (12). 

(1)  Curtiss  model  C-46  certificated  for  maximum  weight  of  45,000  pounds.* 


Standard  altitude  in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach  speeds  >  in  knots 

40,000 

Vm 

42,000 

Vm 

44,000 

Vj# 

45,000 

Distance  in  feet 

B.  L . 

4,710 

86.0 

4, 910 

88.0 

5,130 

90.5 

5,230 

91.0 

1,000 . i . 

4, 835 

86.0 

5,0.50 

88.0 

5,270 

90.5 

5, 370 

91.0 

2,000 . : . 

4,965 

86.0 

5,180 

88.0 

5,410 

90.5 

.5,520 

91.0 

3,000 . 

5,1.55 

86.0 

6,320 

88.0 

5,650 

90.5 

6,665 

91.0 

4,000 . . 

5,230 

86.0 

5,560 

88.0 

5,695 

90.5 

5,810 

91.0 

6,000 . 

5,365 

86.0 

5,600 

88.0 

5, 850 

90.5 

5, 955 

91.0 

6,000 . 

5,510 

86.0 

6,745 

88.0 

5,995 

90.6 

6,110 

91.0 

7,000 . A . 

6,640 

86.0 

6,900 

88.0 

6,165 

90.5 

6,275 

91.0 

8,000 . 

6,790 

86.0 

6,050 

88.0 

6,325 

90.6 

6,650 

91.0 

*  For  use  with  Curtiss  model  C-46  aircraft  when  approved  for  this  weight. 


(2)  Curtiss  C-46  certificated  for  maximum  weight  of  48,000  pounds.* 


Standard  altitude  in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach  speeds  >  in  knots 

42,000 

Vm 

44,000 

Vm 

46,000 

Vm 

48,000 

Vm 

Distance  in  feet 

B.  L . 

3,680 

80.5 

3,820 

82.0 

3,960 

84.5 

4,090 

86.0 

1,000 . 

3,  766 

80.5 

3,905 

82.0 

4,045 

84.5 

4,180 

86.0 

2,000 . . 

3,860 

80.5 

4,000 

82.0 

4, 135 

84.5 

4,275 

86.0 

3,000 . 

3,960 

80.5 

4,090 

82.0 

4,240 

84.5 

4,365 

86.0 

4,000 . . 

4,0.55 

80.5 

4,200 

82.0 

4,340 

84.5 

4,480 

86.0 

6,000 . 

4,150 

80.5 

4,290 

82.0 

4, 450 

84.5 

4,600 

86.0 

6,000 . 

4,240 

80.5 

4, 405 

82.0 

4, 565 

84.5 

4,710 

86.0 

7,000 . 

4,345 

80.5 

4,610 

82.0 

4,670 

84.5 

4,835 

86.0 

8,000 . 

4,465 

80.5 

4,625 

82.0 

4,790 

84.5 

4,965 

86.0 

>  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height— knots  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  I’m. 


Figure  1 — Curtiss  C-46  Models  Certificated 
FOR  Maximum  Weight  of  45,000  Pounds 
Takeoff  and  Landing  Limitations 

Note:  In  chart  for  takeoff  field  lengths, 
change  “1.05Vtoc=107  m.  p.  h.  (TIAS)”  to 
‘‘1.05Vtoc=®3  knots  (TIAS)”;  and  in  chart 
for  landing  field  lengths,  change  ”50  feet 
height=106  m.  p.  h.”  to  ”50  feet  height=91 
knots  (TIAS)”. 

Figure  2 — Curtiss  C-46  Models  Certificated 
FOR  Maximum  Weight  of  48,000  Pounds 
Takeoff  and  Landing  Limitations 

Note:  In  chart  for  takeoff  field  lengths, 
change  ”1.05P;„c=107  m.  p.  h.  (TIAS)”  to 
”1.05Fnic=93  knots  (TIAS)”;  and  in  chart 


*For  use  with  Curtiss  model  C-46  aircraft 
when  approved  for  this  weight. 

■Steady  approach  speed  through  50  foot- 
height-knots  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol 

*Por  use  with  Curtiss  model  C-46  aircraft 
when  approved  for  this  weight. 


for  landing  field  lengths,  change  ”50  feet 
height  =  99  m.  p.  h.  (TIAS)”  to  ”50  feet 
height =86  knots  (TIAS)”. 

Figure  3 — Curtiss  C-46  Models  Enroute 

Limitations — One  Engine  Inoperative 

Note:  In  chart  for  Maximum  Certificated 
Weight  of  45,000  Pounds,  change  “Climb 
Speed  =  130  m.  p.  h.  (HAS)”  to  “Climb 
Speed  =  113  knots  (HAS)”;  and  in  chart  for 
Maximum  Certificated  Weight  of  48,000 
Pounds,  change  “Climb  Speed  =  130  m.  p.  h. 
(TIAS)”  to  “Climb  Speed=113  knots 
(TIAS) 

§  42.80-2  Performance  data  on  Doug~ 
las  DC~3  aircraft  iCAA  rules  which  apply 
to  §  42.80) .  The  following  performance 
limitations  data,  applicable  to  all  Douglas 
DC-3  aircraft  with  various  engine 
models,  shall  be  used  in  determining 
compliance  with  §  42.80.  These  data  are 


presented  in  tables  1  through  4  and 
figures  1  through  3. 

Douglas  DC-3  0102,  and  C-47's,  R4D’s  With 
Comparable  Horsepower  Engines 

Table  1 — Takeoff  Limitations 

(a)  “Effective  length”  of  runway  required 
when  effective  length  is  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  .§  42.1  (a)  (12),  (Distance  to 
accelerate  to  80  knots  TIAS,  and  stop,  with 
zero  wind  and  zero  gradient.) 


Standard  altitude 
in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds 

22,000 

23,000 

24,000 

25,200 

Distance  in  feet 

8.  L . 

3,  .325 

3,395 

3,460 

3,  .545 

1,000 . 

3, 425 

3,495 

3,560 

3, 645 

2,000 . 

3,610 

3, 685 

3,760 

:i,840 

3,000 . 

3,800 

3,880 

3,960 

4,0.50 

4,000 . 

3,990 

4,080 

4,170 

4,270 

5,000 . 

4,200 

•  4,290 

4,;i90 

4,  .500 

6,000 . 

4, 415 

4,520 

4,6.30 

4,760 

7,000 . 

4, 6.50 

4,770 

4,895 

5,050 

8,000 . 

4,900 

5,040 

5,190 

•  («) 

>  Limited  by  §  42.82. 


(b)  Actual  length  of  runway  required  when 
“effective  length,”  considering  obstacles,  is 
not  determined.  (Distance  to  accelerate  to 
80  knots  TIAS,  and  stop,  divided  by  factor 
0.85.) 


Standard  altitude 
in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds 

1 

22,000  1 

23,000 

24,000 

25,200 

Distance  in  feet 

8.  L . 

3,910 

3,990 

4,070 

4,170 

1,000 . 

4,0:i0 

4,110 

4,185 

4,285 

2,000 . 

4,245 

4,.^35 

4,420 

4, 515 

3,000 . 

4, 470 

4, 565 

4,6.55 

4,765 

4,000 . 

4,690 

4,800 

4,905 

5,020 

.5,000 . 

4,940 

5,045 

5, 160 

5,290 

6,000 . 

6,190 

6,315 

6.445 

6,600 

7,000 . 

5, 470 

5, 610 

5,7.55 

5,940 

8,000 . 

6,760 

5,925 

6, 105 

(■) 

>  Limited  by  §  42.82. 


Douglas  DC-3  G202A,  S1C3G  and  C47’s,  R4D’8 
With  Comparable  Horsepower  Engines 

Table  2 — Takeoff  Limitations 

(a)  “Effective  length”  of  runway  required 
where  effective  length  is  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §42.1  (a)  (12).  (Distance  to 
accelerate  to  80  knots  TIAS,  and  stop,  with 
zero  wind  and  zero  gradient.) 


Standard 
altitude 
in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds 

22,000  1 

23,000 

24,000 

25,000 

•  26,000 

'  26,900 

Distance  in  feet 


S.  L . 

.3. 125 

3, 195 

3,260 

.3,3.30 

3,385 

3, 4.50 

1,000 . 

.3, 25.5 

3, 320 

3,395 

3, 470 

.3,  .525 

3,  .59.5 

2,000 . 

3,  .390 

3, 460 

3,  .540 

3,610 

3,685 

:i,  7.50 

3,000 . 

3,525 

3,610 

3,690 

.3, 775 

3,850 

3,920 

4,0lH) . 

3,680 

.3, 775 

3,860 

3, 9.50 

4,035 

4,110 

.5,000 . 

3,855 

3,960 

4,060 

4,1.50 

4, 2.55 

4,315 

6,000 . 

4,060 

4, 170 

4,280 

4,385 

4,490 

4,575 

7,000 . 

4,300 

4,415 

4,6.30 

4, 640 

4,760 

4,845 

8,000 - 

4,600 

4,700 

4, 810 

4,925 

5,055 

6,150 

»  Cargo  operation  only  but  not  required  under  §  42.80. 


(b)  Actual  length  of  runway  required 
where  “effective  length,”  considering  ob- 
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§  42.80-4  Convair  Model  28-5ACF  and 
PBY-5A  landplane  aircraft  (CAA  rules 
which  apply  to  §  42M) .  The  following 
performance  limitations  data,  applicable 
to  Convair  Model  28-5ACP  and  PBY-5A 
landplane  aircraft  shall  be  used  in  deter¬ 
mining  compliance  with  §  42.80.  These 
data  are  presented  in  tables  1  through  4 
and  figures  1  and  2. 

Table  1 — ^Taicecwt  Ltmitations 

(a)  "Efifectlve  length”  of  runway  required 
when  effective  length  Is  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §42.1  (a)  (12).  (Distance  to 
accelerate  to  82.5  knots  TIAS  (28-5ACP) ,  79 
knots  TIAS  (PBY-5A),  and  stop,  with  zero 
wind  and  zero  gradient.) 


Airplane  weight  in  pounds 


Standard 

1 

altitude 

23,000 

24,000 

25,000 

26,000 

'27,000  *  28,000 

in  feet 

Distance  in  feet 


S.  L . 

3,240 

3,400 

3,665 

3,725 

3,880 

4,a50 

1,000 . 

3,370 

3,540 

3,720 

3,885 

4,055 

4,225 

2,000 . 

3,500 

3,680 

3,875 

4, 045 

4,230 

4,400 

3.000 . 

3,635 

3,830 

4;  025 

4,200 

4,400 

4,580 

4,000 . 

3,860 

4,070 

4,280 

4, 485 

4,700 

4,900 

6,000..— •- 

4,095 

4,315 

4,540 

4,770 

6,000 

5,215 

6,000 . 

4,330 

4,565 

4,810 

5,060 

6,305 

5,  .545 

7,000 . 

4,580 

4,830 

5,090  ! 

5,360  { 

6, 610 

5,880 

8,000 . 

4,830 

5,095 

5,380 

5,660 

5,940 

6,240 

•  Maximum  weight  for  PBY-5A  landplane. 

»  Maximum  weight  for  28-5ACF, 

(b)  Actual  length  of  runway  required 
when  “effective  length,”  considering  obsta¬ 
cles,  is  not  determined.  (Distance  to  accel¬ 
erate  to  82.5  knots  TIAS  (28-5AACF),  79 
knots  TIAS  (PBY-5A),  and  stop,  divided  by 
the  factor  0.85.) 


Airplane  weight  in  pounds 

Standard 

altitude 

24,000 

25,000 

26,000 

'27,000 

*28,000 

in  feet 

1  23,000 

1 

j  Distance  in  feet 

S.  L . 

3, 810 

4,000 

4, 190 

4, 380 

4,  .560 

4,760 

1,000 . 

3,965 

4,165 

4, 375 

4,  .570 

4,770 

4,970 

2,000 . 

4,115 

4,330 

4, 557 

4.7.55 

4,975 

5, 175 

3,0(X> . 

4,  275 

4,505 

4,735 

4,940 

5,175 

5,385 

4,000 . 

4,540 

4,785 

6,035 

5,275 

5,  525 

5,760 

6,000 . 

4, 815 

5,075 

6,340 

5,610 

.5,880 

6,130 

6,000 . 

5,090 

5,370 

5,655 

5;  950 

6,240 

6,520 

7,000 . 

5,  .385 

5,680 

5,985 

6,305 

6,600 

6,915 

8,000 . 

5,680 

1 

5,990 

6,325 

6^655 

6,985 

7,340 

*  Maximum  wejght  for  PBY-5A  landplane. 
>  Maximum  weight  for  28-5 AC  F. 


Table  2 — En  Route  Limitations 


Terrain  clearance  •  In  feet  and 
climb  speed  in  knots  TIAS 


Weight  in  pounds 

Model  PBY-5A 

Model  28-5ACF 

Feet 

Knots 

Feet 

Knots 

28,000 . 

7,500 

00.5 

27,500 . 

8,000 

89.5 

27,000 . 

7,200 

81.0 

8,500 

88.5 

26,500 . 

7,700 

80.5 

9,050 

87.5 

26,000 . 

8,200 

79.5 

9,600 

87.0 

25,.500 . 

8,700 

78.5 

10,100 

86.0 

2.5,000 . 

9,200 

77.5 

10,650 

84.5 

24,500 . 

9,700 

76.5 

11,150 

84.0 

24,000 . 

10,200 

75.5 

11,700 

82.5 

‘  Highest  altitude  of  terrain  over  which  airplane 'may 
be  operated  in  compliance  with  §  42.82. 


Table  3 — ^Landing  Limitations 

(a)  “Effective  length”  of  runway  required 
when  effective  length  is  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  42.1  (a)  (12)  with  zero  wind 
and  zero  gradient. 


Standard 
altitude  in 
feet  • 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach 
speeds  >  in  knots  TIAS 

23,000 

Vy> 

24,000 

Pm' 

25,000 

Vm 

Distance  in  feet 

S.  L . 

3,420 

74.5 

3,570 

7a  5 

3,690 

78.0 

1,000 . 

3,515 

74.5 

3,665 

76.5 

3,800 

7a  0 

2,000 . 

3,605 

74.5 

3,765 

76.5 

3,900 

78.0 

.3,000 . 

3,700 

74.5 

3,860 

76.5 

4,010 

Tao 

4,000 . 

3,790 

74.5 

.3,955 

76.5 

4,110 

78.0 

5,000 . 

3,885 

74.5 

4,055 

76.5 

4,215 

78.0 

6,000 . 

3, 975 

74.5 

4,1.50 

76.5 

4,320 

7a  0 

7,000 . 

4;  070 

74.6 

4,  245 

76.5 

4,425 

78.0 

8,000 . 

4, 160 

74.5 

4,340 

76.5 

4,525 

78.0 

•  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height  in  knots. 
TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  Vk. 


(b)  Actual  length  of  runway  required 
when  effective  length,  considering  obstacles, 
is  not  determined  in  accordance  with 
§  42.1  (a)  (12). 


Standard 
altitude  in 
feet 

Airplane  weight  tn  pounds  and  approach 
speeds  ■  in  knots  TIAS 

23,000 

Pm 

24,000 

Pm 

25,000 

Pm 

Distance  in  feet 

s.  L . : 

4,3.50 

74.5 

4,544 

76.5 

4,696 

78.0 

1,000 . 

4, 475 

74.5 

4,664 

76.5 

4,836 

78.0 

2,000 . 

4,588 

74.5 

4,792 

7a  5 

4,964 

78.0 

3,000 . 

4,709 

74.6 

4,913 

76.5 

a  104 

78.0 

4,000 . 

4,824 

74.5 

5,034 

76.5 

a  231 

78.0 

5,000 . 

4,944 

74.5 

5, 161 

76.5 

a  364 

78.0 

6,000 . 

5,059 

24.5 

6,282 

76.5 

5,498 

78.0 

7,000 . 

5,180 

74.5 

6,' 403 

76.5 

5,632 

78.0 

8,000 . 

5,294 

74.5 

5,524 

7a  5 

6,759 

78.0 

Table  4 — Landing  Limitations 

(a)  “Effective  length”  of  runway  required 
when  effective  length  is  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  42.1  (a)  (12)  with  zero  wind 
and  zero  gradient. 


Standard 
altitude  in 

feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach 
speeds  •  in  knots  TIAS 

26,000 

Vk 

*27,000 

Vk 

*;»,ooo 

Pm 

Distance  in  feet 

S.  L . 

3,830 

80.0 

3,965 

81.0 

4, 100 

82.5 

1,000 . 

3,940 

80.0 

4,080 

81.0 

4,220 

82.5 

2,000 . 

4,050 

80.0 

4,200 

81.0 

4, 345 

82.5 

3,000 . 

4, 160 

80.0 

4, 315 

81.0 

4,470 

82.5 

4,000 . 

4,275 

80.0 

4,430 

81.0 

4,595 

82.5 

6,000 . 

4, 385 

80.5 

4,550 

81.0 

4, 720 

82.5 

6,000 . 

4,495 

80.0 

4,665 

81.0 

4,840 

82.5 

7,000 . 

4, 610 

80.0 

4,785 

81.0 

4,970 

82.5 

8,000 . 

4,720 

80.0 

4,900 

81.0 

5,090 

82.5 

1  Steady  approach  speed  through  SO  feet  height  in 
knots.  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  Pm. 

*  Maximum  weight  for  PBY-5A  landplane. 

*  Maximum  weight  for  28-5 AC  F. 

(b)  Actual  length  of  runway  required 
when  effective  length,  considering  obstacles, 
is  not  determined  in  accordance  with 
§  42.1  (a)  (12). 


Standard 
altitude  in 
feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach 
speeds  >  in  knots  TIAS 

26,000 

Pm 

*27,000 

Vk 

*28,000 

Pm 

Distance  in  feet 

8.  L . 

4,874 

80.0 

5,046 

81.0 

a  218 

82.5 

1,000 . 

6,014 

80.0 

5,193 

81.0 

5,371 

82.5 

2,000 . 

5,154 

-80.0 

6,345 

81.0 

5,530 

82.5 

3,000 . 

5,294 

80.0 

5.492 

81.0 

5,689 

82.5 

4,000 . 

6,441 

80.0 

5,638 

81.0 

5,848 

82.5 

5,000 . 

5,581 

80.0 

5,791 

81.0 

6,007 

82.5 

6,000 . 

5,721 

80.0 

5,937 

81.0 

6,160 

82.5 

7,000 . 

5,867 

80.0 

6,090 

81.0 

6,325 

82.5 

8,000 . 

a  007 

80.0 

6,236 

81.0 

a  478 

82.5 

>  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height  in 
knots.  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  Pm. 

» Maximum  weight  for  PBY-5A  landplane. 

*  Maximum  weight  for  28-5ACF. 


•  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height  in 
knots.  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  Pm. 
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Figure  1 — Convaib  Model  28-5ACF  and  PBY-6A  Landplane  Takeoit  and  ZiANDmc 

lilMiTATlOMS 

Note:  In  chart  for  takeoff  field  length,  change  “28-6ACP  1.057^=95  m.  p.  h.  (TIAS)  ”  to 
“28-5ACF  1.06V«,c=82.5  knots  (nAS)”  and  change  *TBY-5A  1.05F,^=91  m.  p.  h.  (TIAS)” 
to  “PBY-SA  1.05F«c=79.0  knots  (TIAS)”. 


CONVAIR  MODEL  28-5ACF 


AND  PBY-5A  LANDPLANE 


ENROUTE  LIMITATIONS-ONE  ENGINE 
INOPERATIVE  TERRAIN  CLEARANCE 


Tabuc  1 — Takeoff  Limitations 

ICODBL  RB-I8A 

(a)  “Effective  length”  of  runway  required 
when  effective  length  Is  determined  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  42.1  (a)  (12).  (Distance  to 
accelerate  to  81.5  knots  TIAS,  and  stop,  with 
zero  wind  and  zero  gradient.) 


Airplane  weight  in  i)oands 
Stand^^ltltude  jg  20.OOO  21,000  21,300 

Distance  in  feet 


liJ 

O 

5  7 


a  6 
< 
o 

z  5 
< 

(O 


t  S85|SSSS5S>*5SSSM|5a58  aSSSKaNSR^iaaSiiav^* 


!isia« ^SCSSSSSSS  CUSSSSSSSSSKSSnal 


_ _ _ ISiSSSa  SmSSSSSSB  SSaS 'SSSSSSKSai ta*SSv«a”v*S  ■Eza*>iiSV*SSSSSBS88  ■■888S8mi 


(b)  Actual  length  of  runway  required  when 
“effective  length”,  considering  obstacles,  is 
not  determined.  (Distance  to  accelerate  to 
81.5  knots  HAS,  and  stop,  divided  by  the 
factor  0.85.) 


Ain>iAne  weight  in  pounds 
Stand^d^Uitude  20,000  21,000  21,300 

Distance  in  feet 


4, 2.%  4,  SM)  4, 460  4, 495 


:::» tniaii  KSt  { 
AaSas  ■■■88  88588  88«'88s5a5S  88888S 

IjjSSSSSkiBKSIgSKJ^--- 


sppg|i[iSi’ni!IS|Sg||!!iS|§Hgni» 


8.  L .  4, 2.50 

1,000 .  4,360 

2,000 .  4, 610 

2,500 .  4,575 

3,000 _ _ _ _  4, 730 

4,000 .  4, 990 

5,000 .  6, 260 

6,000- .  6,550 

7,000 .  6. 800 

8,000 .  6, 080 


»  Limited  by  {  42.82. 

Douglas  B-18,  RB18A  (Rr-1820-53) 

Table  2 — Ei^oute  Limitations 

MODELB-IS 

Terrain 
clearance  ^ 

Weight  In  pounds;  in  Jeet 

13,500 _ _ _ 4, 100 

13,000 _ _ _ 4,600 

Section  42.82  limitation  critical  for  all 
practical  operating  weights. 

MODEL  RB-18A 


Terrain  clearance  >  in  feet  and 
climb  speed  in  knots  TIAS 


Weight  in  pounds 


High  blower 


Feet  Knots  Feet  Knots 


§  42.80-5  Performance  data  on  Doug¬ 
las  B-18,  RB-18A  {R1820-53)  aircraft 
(CAA  rules  which  apply  to  §  42.80) .  The 
following  performance  limitations  data, 
applicable  to  the  Douglas  B-18,  RB-18A 


presented  in  tables  1  through  3  and  fig¬ 
ures  1  and  2.  As  indicated  by  the  en 
route  limitation  data  for  the  Douglas 
model  B-18  (table  2),  operation  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  impractical  operating  weights. 


aircraft  shall  be  used  in  determining  Therefore  takeoff  and  landing  limita- 
compliance  with  §  42.80.  These  data  are  tions  are  not  presented  for  this  model. 


21,000 _  4,270  86.0  . 

20,600 .  4, 600 

20,500 . .  5, 900 

20,200 _ _ _  8,800 

20,000 . 8,960 

19i500 . 9,400 


>  Highest  altitude  of  terrain  over  which  airplane  may 
be  operated  in  compliance  wAh  $  42.82. 
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§  42.80-8  Performance  data — opera-- 
tions  from  sod  runway  surfaces  iCAA 
rules  which  apply  to  §  42.80) — (a)  Gen¬ 
eral.  The  performance  limitation  data 
and  information  contained  herein,  are 
adopted  to  provide  a  comparable  level 
of  safety  between  operations  utilizing 
sod  surfaced  runways  and  those  utiliz¬ 
ing  paved  surfaced  runways.  There  are, 
of  course,  numerous  types  of  runway 
surfaces  which  are  neither  paved  nor 
sod.  Obviously,  it  is  not  feasible  at  this 
time  to  categorize  all  of  the  runway  sur¬ 
faces  and  to  establish  specific  correction 
factors  for  operations  from  them. 
Therefore,  all  runways  which  are  not 
paved  shall  be  regarded  as  sod  runways, 
and  the  limitations  data  herein  shall  be 
applied  to  such  nmways,  except  in  those 
individual  cases  where  the  Administra¬ 
tor  finds  that  a  particular  rimway  sur¬ 
face  is  such  as  to  justify  the  use  of  a 
specific  correction  factor. 

(b)  Takeoff  limitation  data.  In  com¬ 
puting  the  maximum  allowable  takeoff 
weights  for  operations  from  sod  run¬ 
ways,  the  takeoff  weight  tables  contained 
in  §§  42.80-1,  42.80-2,  42.80-3,  42.80-4, 
42.80-5  or  42.80-7  shall  be  used  in  the 
following  manner: 

(1)  Where  the  effective  length  of  a 
sod  runway  has  been  established,  the 
maximum  allowable  takeoff  weight  shall 
be  the  lesser  gross  weight  as  determined 
by  application  of  the  effective  length  to 
the  appropriate  takeoff  table  (a)  and  by 
application  of  the  actual  runway  length 
to  the  corresponding  takeoff  table  (b). 
Takeoff  table  (a)  is  used  to  determine 
the  maximum  allowable  gross  weight 
which  will  permit  the  aircraft  to  take  off 
within  the  effective  runway  length,  while 
table  (b)  is  used  to  determine  the  maxi¬ 
mum  allowable  gross  weight  which  will 
permit  the  particular  aircraft  to  be  ac¬ 
celerated  and  brought  to  a  full  stop 
within  the  actual  length  of  available  run¬ 
way. 

(2)  Where  the  effective  length  of  a 
sod  runway  has  not  been  established,  the 
maximum  allowable  takeoff  weight  shall 
be  determined  by  application  of  the 
actual  runway  length  to  the  appropriate 
takeoff  table  (b).  Tables  (b)  incorpo¬ 
rate  a  correction  factor  (approximately 
17.6  percent  for  an  assumed  obstruction 
height  and/or  a  reduced  coefficient  of 
friction) . 

(c)  Landing  limitations  data.  In 
computing  the  maximum  allowable 
landing  weights  for  operations  from  sod 
runways,  the  landing  weight  tables  con¬ 
tained  in  this  section  shall  be  used  in 
the  following  manner: 

(1)  Where  the  effective  length  of  a 
sod  runway  has  been  established,  the 
maximum  allowable  landing  weight  shall 
be  determined  by  application  of  the  ef¬ 
fective  length  to  the  appropriate  land¬ 
ing  weight  table  (a). 
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(2)  Where  the  effective  length  of  a 
sod  nmway  has  not  been  established, 
the  maximum  allowable  landing  weight 


Tabi£  3 — Landing  Limitations  (Sod  Runway 
Surfaces) 

(a)  “Effective  length"  of  runway  required 
when  effective  length  is  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  42.1  (a)  (12)  with  zero  wind 
and  zero  gradient. 


Standard 
altitude 
in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach 
speeds  >  in  knots 

17,500 

Vk 

18,000 

Vt» 

18,500 

Vio 

Distance  in  feet 

S.  L _ 

4,270 

83.5 

4,380 

84.0 

4,470 

86.0 

1,000 . 

4,400 

83.6 

4,495 

84.0 

4,595 

86.0 

2.000 . 

4,520 

83.6 

4,625 

84.0 

4, 720 

86.0 

3, OCX) . 

4, 645 

83.5 

4, 750 

84.0 

4,855 

86.0 

4,000 . 

4, 770 

83.6 

4,875 

84.0 

4,985 

86.0 

6,000 _ 

4,875 

83.5 

6,000 

84.0 

6,115 

86.0 

6,000 _ 

6,025 

83.6 

5,130 

84.0 

5,255 

86.0 

7,000 . 

6,150 

83.5 

6,260 

84.0 

6,395 

86.0 

8,000 _ 

6,285 

83.5 

6,395 

84.0 

6,530 

86.0 

>  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height— knots 
TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  Vm. 


shall  be  determined  by  application  of  the 
actual  runway  length  to  the  appropriate 
landing  weight  table  (b) . 


(b)  Actual  leng^th  of  runway  required 
when  effective  length,  considering  obstacles, 
is  not  determined  in  accordance  with  §  42.1 
(a)  (12). 


Standard 
altitude 
in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach 
speeds  >  in  knots 

17,500 

Vi* 

18,000 

Vm 

18,500 

Vu 

Distance  in  feet 

S.  L . 

5,430 

83.5 

5,565 

84.0 

5,' 675 

86.0 

1,000 . 

6,590 

83.5 

6,710 

84.0 

5,835 

86.0 

2,000 . 

6.  740 

83.5 

5,870 

84.0 

5,995 

86.0 

3,000 . 

5.900 

83.5 

6,030 

84.0 

6,165 

86.0 

4,000 . 

6,060 

83.5 

6,195 

84.0 

6,330 

86.0 

6,000 . 

6,195 

83.5 

6,355 

84.0 

6,495 

86.0 

6,000 . 

6,380 

83.5 

6,  515 

84.0 

6,675 

86.0 

7,000 . 

6,545 

83.5 

6,680 

84.0 

6,850 

86.0 

8,000 . 

6,710 

83.5 

6,850 

84.0 

7,025 

86.0 

'  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height— knots 
TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  Vt». 


Douglas  DC-3  0102,  C202A,  S1C3G,  and  C47’s,  R4D’s  With  Coupabablb  Horsepower  Engines 


Table  4 — ^Landing  Limitations  (Sod  Runway  Surfaces) 

(a)  “Effective  length"  of  runway  required  when  effective  length  is  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §42.1  (a)  (12)  with  zero  wind  and  zero  gradient. 


Standard  altitude  In  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach  speeds  <  in  knots 

22,000 

v» 

23,000 

v« 

24,000 

Vu 

25,200 

Vm 

Distance  in  feet 

8.  L _ 

2,830 

74.5 

3,015 

76.5 

3,210 

78.0 

3,390 

80.0 

1,000 . 

2,900 

74.5 

3,080 

76.6 

3;  275 

78.0 

3,465 

80.0 

2,000 . 

2,965 

74.5 

3,155 

76.6 

3,350 

78.0 

3,  .540 

80.0 

3,000 . 

3,040 

74.5 

3,235 

76.5 

3,425 

78.0 

3,630 

80.0 

4,000 . . . 

3,115 

74.6 

3,320 

76.6 

3,520 

78.0 

3,715 

80.0 

6,000 . 

3,210 

74.5 

3,410 

76.5 

3,605 

78.0 

3,805 

80.0 

6,000 . 

3,300 

74.5 

3,505 

76.5 

3,705 

78.0 

3, 910 

80.0 

7,000 . 

3,410 

74.5 

3,610 

76.5 

3,810 

78.0 

4,015 

80.0 

8,000 . 

3,500 

74.5 

3,725 

76.5 

3,935 

78.0 

4,135 

80.0 

>  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height— knots  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  Vu. 


(b)  Actual  length  of  runway  required  when  effective  length,  considering  obstacles.  Is 
not  determined  in  accordance  with  §  42.1  (a)  (12). 


Standard  altitude  in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  poimds  and  approach  speeds  >  in  knots 

22,000 

v» 

23,000 

24,000 

v« 

25,000 

Vu 

Distance  in  feet 

8.  L . 

3,595 

74.5 

3,825 

76.5 

4,075 

78.0 

4,305 

80.0 

1,000 . 

3,680 

74.6 

3,900 

76.5 

4,165 

78.0 

4,405 

80.6 

2,000 . 

3,765 

74.5 

4,010 

76.5 

4,255 

78.0 

4,495 

80.0 

3,000 . 

3,865 

74.5 

4,110 

76.5 

4,355 

78.0 

4,605 

80.0 

4,000 . 

3, 9.55 

74.5 

4, 215 

76.5 

4,470 

78.0 

41715 

80.0 

6,000 . 

4,075 

74.5 

4,330 

76.5 

4.  .575 

78.0 

4,835 

80.0 

6,000 . 

4, 190 

74.5 

4, 455 

76.5 

4,705 

78.0 

4,970 

80.0 

7,000 . 

4,330 

74.6 

4,590 

76.5 

4,840 

78.0 

6,095 

80.0 

8,000 . 

4,445 

74.5 

4,730 

76.5 

41995 

78.0 

5,250 

80.0 

I  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height— knots  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  Vm. 
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CxniTiss  Model  C-46  Aikcraft 


CoNVAa  Model  28-5ACP  and  PBY-5A 


Table  3 — ^Landing  Limitations  (Sod  Runway  Surfaces) 

(a)  “Effective  length”  of  runway  required  when  effective  length  Is  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §42.1  (b)  (12)  with  zero  wind  and  zero  gradient. 

(1)  Curtiss  model  C-46  certificated  for  maximum  weight  of  45,000  pounds. 


standard  altitude  in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  i)ounds  and  approach  speeds  <  in  knots 

40,000 

Fm 

42,000 

Fjo 

4*4,000 

Fm 

45,000 

Fm 

Distance  in  feet* 

S.  L . 

4,255 

86.0 

4, 435 

88,0 

4, 635 

90.5 

4,725 

91.0 

1,000 . 

4,370 

86.0 

4,5.55 

88.0 

4,760 

90.5 

4,855 

91.0 

2,000 . 

4,485 

86.0 

4,680 

88.0 

4,890 

90.5 

4;  985 

91.0 

3,000 . 

4,660 

86.0 

4,805 

88.0 

5,015 

90.5 

5,120 

91.0 

4,000 . 

4,730 

86.0 

.  4,935 

88.0 

5,145 

90.5 

5,250 

91.0 

5,000 . 

4,845 

86.0 

5,060 

88:0 

5,285 

90.5 

5,380 

91.0 

f.,000 . 

4;  080 

86.0 

5,190 

88.0 

5,415 

90.5 

5,520 

91.0 

7,000 . 

.5,095 

86.0 

5,3.30 

88.0 

6,570 

90.5 

5;  670 

91.0 

8,000 . . 

5,235 

86.0 

5,470 

88.0 

5,715 

90.5 

5,820 

91.0 

>  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height— knots  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  V'jo. 

(2)  Curtiss  model ~C-46  certificated  for  maximum  weight  of  48,000  pounds. 


Standard  altitude  in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach  speeds  <  in  knots 

42,000 

Fm 

44,(K)0 

Fm 

46,000 

Fm 

48,000 

Fm 

Distaace  in  feet 

S.  L . 

3,325 

8a5 

3, 450 

82.0 

3,575 

84.6 

3,695 

86.0 

i|nnn  _  _ _ 

3,405 

80.5 

3,530 

82.0 

3,655 

84.5 

3,780 

86.0 

2,000. . . 

3,490 

80.5 

3, 615 

82.0 

3,740 

84.5 

3,865 

86.0 

3.000 _ 

3,575 

8a5 

3, 695 

82.0 

3,830 

84.5 

3,945 

86.0 

4.000 . 

3,675 

80.5 

3,795 

82.0 

3,920 

84.5 

4,060 

86.0 

5,000 . 

3,750 

80.5 

3,875 

82.0 

4,020 

84.5 

4,155 

86.0 

6,000-  _ _ _  _ 

3,830 

80.5 

3,980 

82.0 

4,115 

84.6 

4,255 

86.0 

7,000 . 

3,925 

80.5  1 

4, 075 

82.0 

4,220 

84.5 

4,370 

86.0 

8,000 - - - 

4,025 

80.5  ! 

4, 180 

82.0 

4,330 

84.5 

4,485 

86.0 

*  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height— knots  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  I'so. 

(b)  Actual  length  of  runway  required  when  effective  length,  considering  obstacles.  Is 
not  determined  in  accordance  with  §41.1  (a)  (12). 

(1)  Curtiss  model  C-46  certificated  for  maximum  weight  of  45,000  pounds. 


Standard  altitude  in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach  speeds  '  in  knots 

40,000 

I'm 

42,000 

44,000 

Fm 

45,000 

Fm 

Distance  in  feet 

S.  L _ 

6,415 

86.0 

5,645 

88.0 

6,900 

90.6 

6,015 

91.0 

1,000 . 

5,5(i0 

86.0 

6,795 

88.0 

6,060 

90.5 

6,175 

91.0 

2,000-._„ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

5,710 

86.D 

5, 955 

88.0 

6,220 

90.5 

6;  350 

91.0 

3.000 . 

5,930 

86.0 

6,120 

88.0 

6,385 

90.5 

6,515 

91.0 

4.000 _  _  _  _  -  _ _ 

6,015 

86.0 

6,280 

88.0 

6,550 

90.5 

6,680 

91.0 

5.(K)0.  -  _ 

6,170 

86.0 

6,440 

88.0 

6,730 

90.5 

6,8.’)0 

91.0 

tl.lXM)  _  _  _  . 

6,335 

86.0 

6,605 

88.0 

6,895 

90.5 

7,025 

91.0 

7.000-  -  _  - 

6,485 

86.0 

6,785 

88.0 

7,090 

90.5 

7,215 

91.0 

8.000 _  _  _  _  _ 

6,650 

86.0 

6,900 

88.0 

7,275 

90.5 

7,405 

91.0 

Table  3 — Landing  Limitations  (Sod  Runway 
Surfaces) 

(a)  “Effective  length”  of  runway  required 
when  effective  length  Is  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  42.1  (a)  (12)  with  zero  wind 
and  zero  gradient. 


Standard 
altitude 
in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach 
speeds  •  in  knots 

23,000 

Fm 

24,000 

F« 

25,000 

Fm 

Distance  in  feet 

8.  L . 

3,935 

74.5 

76.5 

4, 245 

78.0 

1,000 . 

4,040 

74.5 

4,215 

76.5 

4,370 

7&0 

2,000 . 

4,145 

74.6 

76.5 

4,485 

78.0 

3,000 . 

4,255 

74.5 

76.5 

4, 610 

7a  0 

4.000 . 

4,360 

74.5 

4,585 

76.5 

4,725 

78.0 

5,000 . 

4, 470 

74.5 

4,665 

76.5 

4, 845 

78.0 

6,000 . 

KWjyj^ 

74.5 

4,775 

76.5 

4,970 

78.0 

7,000 . 

74.5 

76.5 

6,090 

78.0 

8,000 . 

,  4,785 

74.5 

76.5 

5,205 

78.0 

>  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height— knots 
TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  Vm. 


(b)  Actual  length  of  runway  required 
when  effective  length.'considering  obstacles. 
Is  not  determined  in  accordance  with  §  42.1 
(a)  (12). 


Standard 
altitude 
in  feet 

Airplane  weight  In  pounds  and  approach 
speeds  *  in  knots 

23,000 

Fm 

24,000 

Fm 

25,000 

Fm 

Distance  in  feet 

8.  L . 

6,005 

74.5 

6,225 

7a  5 

6,400 

78.0 

1,000 . 

5,145 

74.5 

6,365 

76.5 

5;  500 

78.0 

2,000 . 

6, 275 

74.6 

6,510 

•  76.5 

6,710 

78.0 

3,000 . 

5,415 

74.5 

6,650 

76.5 

6,870 

78.0 

4,000 . 

5,550 

74.6 

6,790 

76.6 

6,015 

78.0 

5,000 . 

6,685 

74.5 

5,935 

76.5 

6,170 

78.0 

6,000 . 

6,820 

74.6 

6,075 

76.6 

6,325 

Tao 

7,000 . 

6,955 

74.5 

6, 215 

76.6 

6,475 

78.0 

8,000 . 

6,090 

74.5 

6,355 

76.5 

6,625 

78.0 

>  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height— knots 
TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  I'm. 


CONVAIR  Model  28-5ACP  and  PBY-5A 
Table  4 — ^LAimiNO  Limitations 

(a)  “Effective  length”  of  runway  required 
when  effective  length  is  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  42.1  (a)  (12)  with  zero  wind 
and  zero  gradient. 


•  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height— knots  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  Vio. 

(2)  Curtiss  C-46  certificated  maximum  weight  of  48,000  pounds. 


Standard  altitude  in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  pounds  and  approach  speeds  >  in  knots 

42,000 

44,000 

Fm 

46,000 

Fm 

48,000 

Fm 

Distance  in  feet 

S.  L _ 

4,230 

80.5 

4,395 

8Z0 

4, 555 

84.5 

4,705 

86.0 

1.000 _ 

4,  .330 

80.5 

4,490 

82L0 

4, 650 

84.5 

4,805 

86.0 

2.000 _ 

4,440 

80.5 

4,600 

82.0 

4, 755 

84.5 

4,915 

86.0 

3.000 _  _ 

4,555 

80.5 

4,705 

82.0 

4,876 

84.6 

6,020 

86.0 

4.000  -  _  _ 

4, 665 

80.5 

4,830 

8Z0 

4,990 

84.6 

6,150 

86.0 

.5.000 _  .. 

4,775 

80.6 

4,935 

8Z0 

5, 120 

84.5 

6,290 

86.0 

6,000 . . 

4,875 

80.5 

5,065 

82.0 

5,240 

84.5 

6,415 

86.0 

7.000; _ 

4,996 

80.5 

6,185 

82.0 

6,370 

84.5 

6,560 

86.0 

8.000 _ 

6,125 

80.6 

5,320 

82.0 

5,610 

84.5 

6,710 

86.0 

•  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height— knots  TIAS  denoted  by  symbol  F*. 


Standard 
altitude 
in  feet 

Airplane  weight  in  poimds  and  approach 
speeds  >  in  knots 

26,000 

Fio 

Fm 

Fm 

Distance  in  feet 

8.  L . 

4, 405 

80.0 

4,560 

81.0 

4,715 

82.5 

1,000 . 

4,530 

80.0 

4,690 

81.0 

4,855 

82.5 

2,000 _ 

4,660 

80.0 

4,830 

81.0 

4,995 

82.5 

3,000 . 

4, 785 

80.0 

4,960 

81.0 

a  140 

82.5 

4,000. 

4,915 

80.0 

5,095 

81.0 

5,285 

82.5 

6,000 _ 

6,045 

80.0 

5,235 

81.0 

5,430 

82.5 

6,000 _ 

6,170 

80.0 

5,365 

81.0 

6,565 

82.5 

7,000 _ 

6,300 

80.0 

5,505 

81.0 

6,715 

82.5 

8,000 . 

5,430 

80.0 

5,635 

8L0 

6,855 

82.5 

>  Steady  approach  speed  through  50  feet  height— knots 
TIAS  denoted  by  S3rmbol  Vk. 

» Maximum  weight  for  PBY-5A  landplane. 

>  Maximum  weight  for  28-5ACF. 
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Friday »  April  6,  19SB 

hereby  ordered  in  connection  with  ex¬ 
pansion  goals  and  the  issuance  of  ne¬ 
cessity  certificates  pursuant  to  Section 
168  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954: 

1.  Expansion  Goals  in  List  I  attached 
were  closed  by  Supplement  3  to  DMO- 
VII-6- issued  on  Septmeber  29,  1955. 
Any  application  for  a  necessity  certifi¬ 
cate  which  was  filed  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment  prior  to  September  30,  1955  under 
the  expansion  goals  in  List  I,  attached, 
shall  be  considered  for  certification 
under  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
expansion  goal  involved. 

2.  Amendment  1  to  Supplement  3  to 
DMO-VII-6  is  modified  accordingly. 

3.  This  amendment  shall  take  effect 
immediately. 

Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization, 

Arthur  S.  Flemming, 

Director. 


List  I 

CLOSED 


Goal 

No. 

Title 

Delegate 

Agency 

220 

Airport  Facilities.... _ 

Commerce. 

112 

Interior. 

92 

Interior. 

10 

Cobalt . . 

Interior. 

4 

Coke.  By-product _ 

Interior. 

83 

Cryolite,  Synthetic _ 

Commerce. 

LSO 

Elwtrolvtic  Tin  Plate . . . 

Commerce. 

171 

Gas  Utility  Industry,  Pipe 
Lines. 

Interior. 

214 

Oraln-Orientcd  Steel  Sheets... 

Commerce. 

204 

Gray  Iron  Castings  (3,000  lbs. 
and  over). 

Commerce. 

218 

Inland  IVaterway  Terminal 
Facilities. 

ICC. 

98 

Inland  Waterway  Vessels 
(Specifle  Types). 

ICC. 

132 

Iron  Ore _ _ _ 

Interior. 

1.52 

Locomotives,  Die.sel _ 

ICC. 

96 

Lumber  and  Woort  Products 
(Debarking  and  Chipping 
Facilities). 

Commerce. 

216 

Motor  Truck  Terminal  and 
Repair  Facilities. 

ICO. 

•AC 

Natural  Gas  Liquids  Capacity. 

Interior. 

6AD 

Oil  Pipe  Line  ( Domestic)., _ 

Interior. 

6A£ 

Oil  Storage  Facilities  (Domes¬ 
tic). 

Interior. 

90 

Ore  Carriers,  Great  Lakes _ 

ICC. 

113 

Ore  Carriers,  Ocean-going. _ 

Commerce. 

219 

Port  Facilities . . . . 

ICC. 

221 

Railroad  Pas.senger  Cars _ 

ICC. 

135 

Railroad  Terminal  and  Road 
Facilities. 

ICO. 

114 

Special  Manufacturing  Facili¬ 
ties— Metal  Cans. 

Commerce. 

121 

Titanium  Metal . 

Interior. 

217 

Warehousing  and  Storage 
Facilities. 

ICO. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-2586;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


TITLE  36— PARKS,  FORESTS,  AND 
MEMORIALS 

Chapter  I — National  Park  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

Part  20 — Special  Regulations 

GRAND  TETON  NATIONAL  PARK 

1.  A  new  paragraph  (c)  is  added  to 
§  20.22  Grand  Teton  National  Park  to 
read  as  follows: 

(c)  Stock  grazing.  (1)  Permits  for  the 
grazing  of  domestic  livestock  based  on 
authorized  use  of  certain  areas  at  the 
time  of  approval  of  Public  Law  787,  Sep¬ 
tember  14,  1950,  shall  continue  in  effect 
or  shall  be  renewed  from  time  to  time. 
No.  67 - 3 


except  for  failure  to  comply  with  the 
conditions  and  terms  applicable  thereto 
after  reasonable  notice  of  default  and 
subject  to  the  following  provisions  of 
tenure: 

(i)  Grazing  privileges  appurtenant  to 
privately  owned  lands  located  within  the 
park  shall  not  be  withdrawn  until  title 
to  lands  to  which  such  privileges  are 
appurtenant  shall  have  vested  in  the 
United  States. 

(ii)  Grazing  privileges  appurtenant  to 
privately  owned  lands  located  outside  the 
park  shall  not  be  withdrawn  for  a  period 
of  twenty -five  years,  after  September  14, 
1950,  and  thereafter  during  the  lifetime 
of  the  original  permittee  and  his  heirs 
if  they  were  members  of  his  immediate 
family  as  described  below: 

(a)  Members  of  the  immediate  family 
are  those  persons  who  are  related  to  and 
were  living  with  and  directly  dependent 
upon  a  person,  or  persons,  living  on  or 
conducting  grazing  operations  from 
lands,  as  of  September.  14,  1950,  which 
the  Service  recognized  as  base  lands  ap¬ 
purtenant  to  grazing  privileges  in  the 
park.  Such  interpretation  excludes  ma¬ 
ture  children  who,  as  of  that  date,  were 
established  in  their  own  households  and 
were  not  directly  dependent  upon  the 
base  lands  and  appurtenant  grazing  rec¬ 
ognized  by  the  National  Park  Service. 

(iii)  If  title  to  base  lands  lying  out¬ 
side  the  park  is  conveyed,  or  such  base 
lands  are  leased  to  someone  other  than 
a  member  of  the  immediate  family  of  the 
original  permittee,  the  grazing  prefer¬ 
ence  shall  be  recognized  only  for  a 
period  of  twenty-five  years  from  Septem¬ 
ber  14,  1950. 

(2)  Where  no  reasonable  access  or 
egress  is  available  to  permittee  or  non¬ 
permittee  stockmen  who  must  cross  park 
lands  to  reach  grazing  allotments  and 
State  or  private  lands  within  the  ex¬ 
terior  boundary  of  the  park  or  to  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  State  or  private  lands 
adjacent  to  the  park.  The  Superintend¬ 
ent  will  grant,  upon  request,  a  temporary 
non-fee  annual  permit  to  herd  stock 
across  the  park  on  a  designated  drive¬ 
way,  provided  such  herding  does  not 
require  more  than  two  trips  across  the 
park  during  the  grazing  season  or  con¬ 
sume  more  than  five  days  per  trip  in 
either  direction.  Permittees  or  non¬ 
permittees  who  allow  stock  to  remain  on 
Federal  lands  within  the  park  in  excess 
of  the  time  granted  in  the  temporary 
permit,  or  at  any  time  or  place,  when  or 
where  herding  or  grazing  is  unauthor¬ 
ized  may  be  assessed  fifty  cents  per  day 
per  animal 

(3)  Grazing  preferences  are  based  on 
actual  use  during  the  period  March  15, 
1938  through  September  14,  1950  and 
henceforth  no  increase  in  the  number  of 
animals  or  animal  unit  months  will  be 
allowed  on  Federal  lands  in  the  park. 

(4)  (i)  Any  permittee  whose  graz¬ 
ing  privilege  is  appurtenant  to  privately 
owned  lands  within  the  park  will  be 
granted  non-use  or  reduced  benefits  for 
one  or  more  years  without  nullifying  his 
privilege  in  subsequent  years. 

yi)  A  permittee  whose  privilege  is  ap¬ 
purtenant  to  lands  outside  the  park  may 
be  granted  non-use  on  a  year  to  year 
basis  not  to  exceed  three  consecutive 


years  unless  such  a  request  is  clearly  be¬ 
yond  his  control  for  such  reasons  as 
National  emergencies  due  to  protracted 
labor  shortages,  economic  depressions, 
etc.  Whenever  non-use  or  reduced  ben¬ 
efits  are  desired  a  written  request  must 
be  made  to  the  Superintendent  at  least 
60  days  before  the  grazing  season  starts. 

(5)  Grazing  fees  in  the  park  shall  be 
the  same  as  those  charged  on  the  ad¬ 
joining  Teton  National  Forest  and  may 
.be  adjusted  annually. 

(Sec.  3, 39  Stat.  535,  as  amended;  16  U.  S.  C.  3) 

Issued  this  31st  day  of  January  1956. 

[SEAL]  Frank  R.  Oberhansley, 

Superintendent, 
Grand  Teton  National  Park. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2571;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:49  a.  m.] 

TITLE  41— PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 

Chapter  II — Division  of  Public  Con¬ 
tracts,  Department  of  Labor 

Part  202 — Minimum  Wage 
Determinations 

PHOTOGRAPHIC  AND  BLUEPRINTING  EQUIP¬ 
MENT  AND  SUPPLIES  INDUSTRY 

On  November  5,  1955,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
determining  prevailing  minimum  wages 
under  the  Walsh-Healey  Public  Con¬ 
tracts  Act  (49  Stat.  2036:  41  U.  S.  C.  35 
et  seq.),  for  the  Photographic  and  Blue¬ 
printing  Equipment  and  Supplies  Indus¬ 
try  (20  F.  R.  8338).  The  notice  allowed 
a  period  of  thirty  days  in  which  inter¬ 
ested  parties  might  submit  exceptions  to 
the  proposed  decision. 

The  exceptions  and  comments  which 
have  been  received  are  as  follows: 

1.  It  is  suggested  that  the  definition  of 
the  blueprinting  equipment  and  supplies 
branch  of  the  industry  should  expressly 
exclude  diazoprints  (whiteprints)  and 
should  include  diazotype  sensitized  film 
and  other  sensitized  materials  along  with 
diazotype  sensitized  papers  and  cloths. 
These  suggested  amendments  will  more 
clearly  express  the  coverage  intended  by 
the  proposed  definition  and  will  be 
adopted. 

2.  It  is  argued  that  the  proposed  mini¬ 
mum  rate  of  $1.18  per  hour  should  be 
reduced  or  a  subminimum  rate  should  be 
provided  for  beginners  or  learners,  for 
the  reason  that  the  $1.18  rate  will  require 
some  wage  adjustment  on  the  part  of 
most  of  the  small  independent  plants  not 
specializing  in  high  precision  manufac¬ 
ture.  But  only  approximately  2  percent 
of  all  of  the  employees  in  the  industry 
are  paid  less  than  $1.18  per  hour.  The 
determination  must,  of  course,  have  im¬ 
pact  on  wages  in  some  plants  if  it  is  to 
serve  any  useful  purpose.  The  assump¬ 
tion  that  it  will  have  impact  in  most 
plants  of  a  particular  segment  of  the  in- 
dustiT  is  speculative  and  would  be  perti¬ 
nent  only  if  a  separate  determination 
were  to  be  made  for  that  segment.  This 
has  not  been  proposed,  and  moreover  it 
would  be  inconsistent  with  the  policy  of 
the  act  as  recently  recognized  in  Mitchell 
v.  Covington  Mills,  12  WHC  701  (C.  A. 
D.  C.).  In  the  Covington  case  the  court 
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held  that  where,  as  here,  there  is  sub¬ 
stantial  and  active  cxmipetition'  between 
the  several  segments  of  the  industry, 
separate  determinations  for  the  lower 
wage  segments  would  defeat  the  policy  of 
the  act. 

The  suggestion  to  provide  a  reduced  or 
subminimum  rate  for  beginners  or  learn¬ 
ers  is  inappropriate,  since  the  wage  data 
(Ml  which  the  $1.18  rate  is  based  included 
the  wages  paid  learners  and  beginners. 

3.  Exception  is  taken  to  basing  the 
determination  primarily  on  minimum 
wages  actually  paid,  rather  than  on  the 
lowest  hiring  rates  estaWished  by  plants 
regardless  of  whether  any  worker  was 
actually  paid  at  the  lowest  hiring  rate. 
The  re<x>rd  shows  that  42  percent  of  the 
establishments  in  the  industry  reported 
no  such  established  hiring  rates.  In 
the  plants  which  did  report  established 
hiring  rates,  85  percent  of  the  total  pro¬ 
duction  workers  were  employed  in  plants 
with  lowest  established  hiring  rates  of 
$1.18  per  hour  or  more.  Under  these 
circumstances  it  seems  clear  that  the 
rates  actually  paid  should  take  preced¬ 
ence  over  the  established  hiring  rates 
not  actually  paid,  and  the  hiring  rates 
serve  to  confirm  the  (K)nclusion  that  a 
rate  below  $1.18  would  not  be  the  pre¬ 
vailing  minimum  wages  for  persons 
employed  in  this  industry. 

Aside  from  the  exceptions  considered 
above,  a  review  of  the  proposed  deter¬ 
mination  reveals  that  the  inclusion  of 
the  provision  for  the  employment  of 
handicapped  workers  is  unnecessary. 
Section  201.1102  of  the  general  regula¬ 
tions  (41  CFR,  Part  201)  delineates  the 
procedures  to  be  followed  for  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  handicapped  workers  at  wages 
lower  than  the  prevailing  minimum  wage 
applicable  under  section  1  (b)  of  the  act. 

Upon  reviewing  the  entire  record  in 
the  light  of  all  objections  and  exceptions 
filed,  it  is  my  conclusion  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  determination,  amended  by  the 
incorporation  of  the  suggestions  relative 
to  the  definition  mentioned  above,  and 
deletion  of  the  SE>ecial  provision  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  employment  of  handicapped 
workers,  should  be  adopted.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority  vested 
in  me  by  the  Walsh-Healey  Public  Con¬ 
tracts  Act,  §  202.30  of  Title  41,  Part  202, 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  202.30  Photographic  and  blueprint¬ 
ing  equipment  and  supplies  industry — 

(a)  Definition.  (1)  The  photographic 
equipment  and  supplies  branch  of  the 
photographic  and  blueprinting  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  industry  is  defined  as 
that  industry  which  manufactures  or 
furnishes  such  products  as:  still  and 
motion-picture  cameras:  projection  ap¬ 
paratus;  photographic  lenses;  shutters; 
photocopy  and  microfilm  machines;  de¬ 
veloping  tanks  and  machines;  enlargers; 
plate  and  film  holders;  tripods;  film 
reels;  picture  projection  screens;  sensi¬ 
tized  film,  paper  and  plates;  and  pre¬ 
pared  photographic  developers,  toners 
and  fixers.  Excluded  are  the  making, 
processing  or  finishing  of  photographs  or 
photographic  reproductions  of  any  kind, 
including  still  or  motion  pictures;  photo¬ 
graphic  exposure  meters;  and  photo¬ 


graphic  bulbs,  tubes  and  related  light 
sources. 

(2)  The  blueprinting  equipment  and 
supplies  branch  of  the  photographic  and 
blueprinting  equipment  and  supplies  in¬ 
dustry  is  defined  as  that  industry  which 
manufactures  or  furnishes  any  of  the 
following  products:  machines  and  other 
apparatus  and  equipment  used  in  blue¬ 
printing,  the  diazotype  process  ( white - 
printing),  and  other  related  processes; 
sensitized  blueprint  paper  and  cloth, 
diazotype  sensitized  paper,  cloth,  film, 
and  other  similarly  sensitized  materials; 
and  specially  prepared  developing  solu¬ 
tions  intended  for  use  with  such  sensi¬ 
tized  materials,  but  not  including  the 
manufacture  of  blueprints  or  diazoprints 
(whiteprints) . 

(b)  Minimum  wages.  The  minimum 
wage  for  persons  employed  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  or  furnishing  of  products  of  the 
photographic  and  blueprinting  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  industry  under  con¬ 
tracts  subject  to  the  Walsh-Healey  Pub¬ 
lic  Contracts  Act  shall  be  not  less  than 
$1.18  an  hour  arrived  at  either  on  a  time 
or  piece  rate  basis. 

(c)  Subminimum  wages  authorized. 
(1)  (i)  Apprentices  may  be  employed  at 
wage  rates  below  the  statutory  minimum 
of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  upon 
the  same  terms  and  conditions  as  are 
prescribed  for  the  employment  of  ap¬ 
prentices  by  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  and 
Public  Contracts  Divisions  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Labor  (29  CFR 
Part  521),  under  section  14  of  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Act. 

(ii)  Apprentices  may  be  employed  at 
wage  rates  equal  to  or  in  excess  of  the 
statutory  minimum  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  but  less  than  the  prevail¬ 
ing  minimum  wage  applicable  under 
section  1  (b)  of  the  Public  Contracts  Act 
provided  that  the  apprentice  is  employed 
under  a  written  apprenticeship  agree¬ 
ment  or  program  which  is  recorded  as 
meeting  the  standards  or  fundamentals 
of  a  State  Apprenticeship  Agency  recog¬ 
nized  by  the  Bureau  of  Apprenticeship. 
United  States  Department  of  Labor  or 
of  the  Bureau  of  Apprenticeship,  United 
States  Department  of  Labor. 

(d)  Effect  on  other  obligations.  Noth¬ 
ing  in  this  section  shall  affect  any  obli¬ 
gations  for  the  payment  of  minimum 
wages  that  an  employer  may  have  under 
any  law  or  agreement  more  favorable  to 
employees  than  the  requirements  of  this 
section. 

(e)  Effective  date.  This  determination 
shall  be  effective  and  the  minimum  wage 
hereby  established  shall  apply  to  all  con¬ 
tracts  subject  to  the  Public  Contracts 
Act,  bids  for  which  are  solicited  or  nego¬ 
tiations  otherwise  commenced  on  or 
after  May  7,  1956. 

(Sec.  4,  49  Stat.  2038,  as  amended;  41  U.  S.  C. 
38) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  3d 
day  of  April  1956. 

James  P.  Mitchell, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2582;  Piled,  Apr,  5,  1956; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


TITLE  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  1 — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 

Appendix — Public  Land  Orders 
[Public  Land  Order  1279] 

[BLM  041797] 

Michigan 

REVOKING  PUBLIC  LAND  ORDER  NO.  237  OF 
JUNE  22,  1944.  WHICH  WITHDREW  PUB¬ 
LIC  LANDS  FOR  USE  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  NAVY  AS  A  TARGET  AREA  FOR  AERIAL 
BOMBING 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952,  it  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

Public  Land  Order  No.  237  of  June  22, 
1944,  withdrawing  the  public  lands 
within  the  following-described  areas, 
largely  in  Lake  Michigan,  for  use  of  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  as  a  target 
area  for  aerial  bombing  is  hereby  re¬ 
voked: 

Michigan  Meridian 
T.  39N.,R.  5  W.. 

Secs.  6.  7,  18,  19,  and  30,  partly  unsurveyed. 
T.  40  N.,  R.  5  W.. 

Secs.  30  and  31,  unsurveyed. 

T.  39  N..  R.  6  W.. 

Secs.  1  to  30,  inclusive,  partly  unsurveyed. 
T.  40  N.,  R.  6  W.. 

Secs.  25  to  36,  Inclusive,  unsurveyed. 

T.  39  N.,  R.  7  W., 

Secs.  1  to  30,  inclusive,  unsurveyed. 

T.  40  N.,  R.  7  W., 

Secs.  25  to  36,  inclusive,  unsurveyed. 

T.  39  N.,  R.  8  W., 

Secs.  1  to  30,  inclusive,  partly  unsurveyed. 
T.  40  N.,  R.  8  W.. 

Secs.  25  to  36.  inclusive,  partly  unsurveyed. 
T.  39  N.,  R.  9  W., 

Secs.  1  to  5,  Inclusive,  secs.  8  to  17,  in¬ 
clusive,  and  secs.  20  to  29,  Inclusive, 
partly  unsurveyed, 

T.  40  N..  R.  9  W.. 

Secs.  25  to  29,  inclusive,  and  secs.  32  to  36, 
inclusive,  partly  unsurveyed. 

The  surveyed  lands  within  the  areas 
described,  including  both  public  and  non¬ 
public  lands,  aggregate  2,513.54  acres. 

Portions  of  the  lands  are  patented. 
Lot  1,  sec.  33,  T.  40  N.,  R.  8  W.,  and  lot 
1,  sec.  17,  T.  39  N.,  R.  9  W.,  were  with¬ 
drawn  by  Public  Land  Order  No.  365  of 
April  10,  1947,  as  part  of  the  Michigan 
Islands  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  for  use 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  as  a 
refuge  and  breeding  ground  for  migra¬ 
tory  birds  and  other  wildlife. 

The  remaining  lands  are  embraced  in 
forest  exchange  application,  BLM  041797, 
filed  by  the  State  of  Michigan  under  the 
act  of  July  31,  1912  (37  Stat.  241),  by 
which  the  offered  lands  Will  benefit  a 
Federal  land  program.  This  restora¬ 
tion,  therefore,  is  not  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  contained  in  the  act  of  September 
27,  1944  (58  Stat.  747;  43  U.  S.  C.  279- 
284)  as  amended,  granting  preference 
rights  to  veterans  of  World  War  II,  the 
Korean  Conflict,  and  others. 

Wesley  A.  D’Ewart, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

April  2, 1956. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2568;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.j 
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[Public  Land  Order  1280] 

[46961] 

Utah 

revoking  executive  order  no.  1673  OF 

DECEMBER  31,  1912,  AND  THE  DEPART¬ 
MENTAL  ORDER  OF  JANUARY  9,  1907, 

'WHICH  RESERVED  PUBLIC  LANDS  FOR  USE 

OF  THE  FOREST  SERVICE  AS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TIVE  SITES 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  by  the  act  of  June  25,  1910 
(36  Stat.  847;  43  U.  S.  C.  141) ,  and  other¬ 
wise,  and  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952,  it  is  ordered 
as  follows: 

1.  The  orders  described  below,  with¬ 
drawing  public  lands  in  Utah  for  use  of 
the  Forest  Service,  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  as  administrative  sites,  are  here¬ 
by  revoked: 

(a)  Executive  Order  No.  1673  of  De¬ 
cember  31,  1912,  reserving  the  follow¬ 
ing-described  lands  as  the  Comanche 
Administrative  Site: 

Salt  Lake  Meridian 

T.  38  S.,  R.  13  W., 

Sec.  21,  SEV4NW»A. 

The  area  described  contains  40  acres. 

(b)  The  Departmental  order  of  Janu¬ 
ary  9,  1907,  reserving  the  following- 
described  lands  as  the  Jubilee  Ranger 
Station: 

Salt  Lake  Meridian 

T.  32  S.,  R.  2  E., 

Sec.  24,  Sy2NEl^. 

The  area  described  contains  85.5  acres. 

2.  The  land  in  T.  32  S.,  R.  2  E.,  is  part 
of  the  Dixie  National  Forest.  Subject 
to  any  valid  existing  rights  and  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  applicable  law,  these  lands 
are  hereby  opened  to  such  applications, 
selections,  and  locations  as  are  permitted 
on  national  forest  lands,  effective  at 
10:00  a.  m.  on  May  8,  1956. 

3.  The  land  in  T.  38  S.,  R.  13  W.,  is 
located  in  Washington  County,  Utah, 


about  one-half  mile  west  of  New  Har¬ 
mony.  The  topography  is  rolling  to 
broken  rocky  alluvial  fan  and  the  soil 
is  of  a  rocky,  sandy  clay  loam  type.  The 
land  is  within  Utah  Grazing  District  No. 

4.  North  Ash  Creek  crosses  the  tract 
making  water  available  for  livestock. 

4.  No  application  for  the  restored 
lands  may  be  allowed  under  the  home¬ 
stead,  desert-land,  small  tract,  or  any 
other  nonmineral  public-land  law  un¬ 
less  the  lands  have  already  been  classi¬ 
fied  as  valuable  or  suitable  for  such  type 
of  application,  or  shall  be  so  classified 
upon  the  consideration  of  an  application. 
Any  application  that  is  filed  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  on  its  merits.  The  lands  will  not 
be  subject  to  occupancy  or  disposition 
until  they  have  been  classified. 

5.  Subject  to  any  valid  existing  rights 
and  the  requirements  of  applicable  law, 
the  restored  lands  are  hereby  open  to 
filing  of  applications,  selections,  and  lo¬ 
cations  in  accordance  with  the  following : 

a.  Applications  and  selections  under 
the  nonmineral  public-land  laws  may  be 
presented  to  the  Manager  mentioned  be¬ 
low,  b^inning  on  the  date  of  this  order. 
Such  applications  and  selections  will  be 
considered  as  filed  on  the  hour  and  re¬ 
spective  dates  shown  for  the  various 
classes  enumerated  in  the  following 
paragraphs : 

(1)  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims  subject  to  al¬ 
lowance  and  confirmation  will  be  adjudi¬ 
cated  on  the  facts  presented  in  support 
of  each  claim  or  right.  All  applications 
presented  by  persons  other  than  those 
referred  to  in  this  paragraph  will  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  applications  and  claims  men¬ 
tioned  in  this  paragraph. 

(2)  All  valid  applications  under  the 
Homestead,  Desert  Land,  and  Small 
Tract  Laws  by  qualified  veterans  of 
World  War  II  or  of  the  Korean  Conflict, 
and  by  others  entitled  to  preference 
rights  under  the  act  of  September  27, 


1944  (58  Stat.  747;  43  U.  S.  C.  279-284  as 
amended) ,  presented  prior  to  10:00  a.  m. 
on  May  8,  1956,  will  be  considered  as 
simultaneously  filed  at  that  hour.  Rights 
under  such  preference  right  applications 
filed  after  that  hour  and  before  10:00 
a.  m.  on  August  7, 1956,  will  be  governed 
by  the  time  of  filing. 

(3)  All  valid  applications  and  selec¬ 
tions  under  the  nonmineral  public -land 
laws,  other  than  those  coming  under 
paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  above,  presented 
prior  to  10:00  a.  m.  on  August  7,  1956, 
will  be  considered  as  simultaneously  filed 
at  that  hour.  Rights  under  such  appli¬ 
cations  and  selections  filed  after  that 
hour  will  be  governed  by  the  time  of 
filing. 

b.  The  lands  have  been  open  to  appli¬ 
cations  and  offers  under  the  mineral¬ 
leasing  laws,  and  to  location  for  metal¬ 
liferous  minerals.  They  will  be  open  to 
location  for  non-metalliferous  minerals 
under  the  United  States  mining  laws  be¬ 
ginning  at  10:00  a.  m.  on  August  7,  1956. 

Persons  claiming  veterans  preference 
rights  must  enclose  with  their  applica¬ 
tions  proper  evidence  of  military  or  naval 
service,  preferably  a  complete  photo¬ 
static  copy  of  the  certificate  of  honorable 
discharge.  Persons  claiming  preference 
rights  based  ppon  valid  settlement, 
statutory  preference,  or  equitable  claims 
must  enclose  properly  corroborated 
statements  in  support  of  their  claims. 
Detailed  rules  and  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  applications  which  may  be  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  notice  can  be  found  in  Title 
43  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah. 

Wesley  A.  D’Ewart, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

April  2,  1956. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2569;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:48  a.  m.]. 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  52  ] 

Subpart — ^United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Asparagus  ^ 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

Notice  has  heretofore  been  given  (20 
F.  R.  651;  21  F.  R.  643)  that  considera¬ 
tion  is  being  given  to  the  revision  of 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Asparagus,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act  of  1946  (60  Stat.  1087,  as 
amended,  et  seq.;  7  U.  S.  C.  1621  et  seq.). 
Interested  persons  were  allowed  a  period 


*  Compliance  with  the  provisions  of  these 
standards  shall  not  excuse  failure  to  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 


of  30  days  in  which  to  submit  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  for  considera¬ 
tion  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
standards,  which  period  expired  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  29,  1956.  In  view  of  further  im¬ 
portant  changes  in  the  previously  pro¬ 
posed  revision,  interested  persons  are 
given  the  opportunity  to  submit  data, 
views,  and  arguments  with  respect  to  the 
following  revised  proposal. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  proposed  standards  should  file  the 
same  with  the  Chief,  Processed  Prod¬ 
ucts  Standardization  and  Inspection 
Branch,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  South 
Building.  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  not  later 
than  December  31,  1956. 


The  proposed  revision  Is  as  follows: 

PRODUCT  DESCRIPTION,  STYLES,  GRADES,  AND 
TYPES 

Sec. 

52.2541  Identity. 

52.2542  Styles  of  canned  asparagus. 

52.2543  Grades  of  canned  asparagus. 

52.2544  Types  of  canned  asparagus. 

FILL  OF  CONTAINER  AND  DRAINED  WEIGHTS 

52.2545  Recommended  fill  of  container. 

52.2546  Recommended  minfinum  drained 

weight. 

52.2547  Compliance  with  recommended 

minimum  drained  weights. 

SIZE  (DIAMETER)  OF  SPEARS,  TIPS,  AND  POINTS 

52.2548  Size  (diameter)  of  spears,  tips,  and 

points  in  canned  asparagus. 

52.2549  Compliance  with  single  size  recom¬ 

mendations. 

FACrrORS  OF  QUALITY 

52.2550  Ascertaining  the  grade. 
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Sec. 

52.2551  Ascertaining  the  rating  for  the  fae« 

tors  which  are  scored. 

52.2552  Liquor. 

52.2553  Color. 

52.2554  Defects. 

52.2555  Character. 

DEFimnONS  AND  EXPLANATIONS 

52.2556  Definitions  and  explanations  of 

terms. 

LOT  CERTIFICATION  TOLERANCES 

52.2557  Tolerances  for  certification  of  offl- 

cially  drawn  samples. 

SCORE  SHEET 

52.2558  Score  sheet  for  canned  asparagus. 

Authority:  H  52.2541  to  52.2558  Issued 
under  sec.  205,  60  Stat.  1090,  as  amended;  7 
U.  S.  C.  1624. 

PRODUCT  DESCRIPTION,  STYLES,  GRADES,  AND 
TYPES 

§  52.2541  Identity.  "Canned  aspar¬ 
agus”  means  the  canned  product  pre¬ 
pared  from  clean,  sound,  succulent 
shoots  of  the  asparagus  plant  prepared 
and  processed  in  accordance  with  good 
commercial  practice  as  such  product  is 
defined  in  the  standard  of  identity  for 
canned  asparagus  (21  CPR  51.990)  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Federal  Pood,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act.  • 

§  52.2542  Styles  of  canned  asparagus. 

(a)  “Spears”  (Stalks),  which  may  be 
peeled  or  unpeeled,  is  the  style  of  canned 
asparagus  that  consists  of  the  head  and 
adjoining  portion  of  the  shoot  that  is 
3%  inches  or  more  in  length. 

(b)  "Tips”  is  the  style  of  canned  as¬ 
paragus  that  consists  of  the  head  and 
adjoining  portion  of  the  shoot  that  is  less 
than  3%  inches  but  not  less  than  2% 
Inches  in  length. 

(c)  “Points”  is  the  style  of  canned  as¬ 
paragus  that  consists  of  the  head  and 
adjoining  portion  of  the  shoot  that  is 
less  than  2%  inches  in  length. 

(d)  “Cut  Spears”  (Cut  Stalks)  is  the 
style  of  canned  asparagus  that  consists 
of  heads  and  portions  of  shoots  cut  trans¬ 
versely  into  units.  This  style  shall  con¬ 
tain  an  average  of  not  less  than  15  per¬ 
cent,  by  count,  of  heads  if  cut  into  units 
1*4  inches  or  less  in  length.  If  more 
than  15  percent,  by  count,  of  units  are 
longer  than  1  *4  inches,  the  product  shall 
contain  an  average  of  not  less  than  20 
percent,  by  count,  of  heads. 

(e)  “Bottom  Cuts”  or  “Cuts — Tips  Re¬ 
moved”  is  the  style  of  canned  asparagus 
that  consists  of  portions  of  shoots  with 
heads  removed  that  are  cut  transversely 
into  units. 

(f)  "Mixed”  is  the  style  of  canned 
asparagus  consisting  of  two  or  more  of 
the  foregoing  styles. 

§  52.2543  Grades  of  canned  aspara¬ 
gus.  (a)  “U.  S.  Grade  A”  or  “U.  S. 
Fancy”  is  the  quality  of  canned  aspara¬ 
gus  that  possesses  a  good  fiavor;  that 
possesses  a  clear  liquor;  that  possesses 
a  good  color;  that  is  practically  free  from 
defects;  that  possesses  a  good  character; 
and  that  for  those  factors  which  are 
'  scored  in  accordance  with  the  scoring 


system  outlined  in  this  section  the  total 
score  is  not  less  than  85  points;  Provided, 
That  the  canned  asparagus  may  possess 
a  fairly  clear  liquor  and  a  fairly  good 
color  if  the  total  score  is  not  less  than 
85  points. 

(b)  “U.  S.  Grade  C”  or  “U.  S.  Stand¬ 
ard”  is  the  quality  of  canned  asparagus 
that  possesses  a  fairly  good  fiavor;  that 
possesses  a  fairly  clear  liquor;  that  pos¬ 
sesses  a  fairly  good  color;  that  is  fairly 
free  from  defects;  that  possesses  a  fairly 
good  character;  and  that  scores  not  less 
than  70  points  when  scored  in  accordance 
with  the  scoring  system  outlined  in  this 
section. 

(c)  “Substandard”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  asparagus  that  fails  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  U.  S.  Grade  C  or  U.  S. 
Standard. 

§  52.2544  Types  of  canned  asparagus. 
The  type  of  canned  asparagus  is  not 
incorporated  in  the  grades  of  the  proc¬ 
essed  product,  since  the  type  of  canned 
asparagus  is  not  a  factor  of  quality  for 
the  purpose  of  these  grades.  The  tjrpe 
of  asparagus  may  be  designated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  following  require¬ 
ments: 

(a)  "Green”  (All  Green)  consists  of 
units  of  canned  asparagus  which  are 
typical  green,  light  green,  or  yellowish 
green  in  color. 

(b)  “Green  Tipped”  consists  of  canned 
asparagus  spears,  'tips,  and  points,  of 
which  one -half  or  more  of  the  unit 
measured  from  the  tip  end  is  green,  light 
green,  or  yellowish  green  in  color. 

(c)  “Green  Tipped  and  White”  con¬ 
sists  of  (1)  spears,  tips,  and  points  of 
canned  asparagus  which  are  typical 
white  or  yellowish  white  in  color,  and 
may  have  green,  light  green,  or  yellow¬ 
ish  green  heads,  and  the  green  color  may 
extend  to  not  more  than  one-half  of  the 
length  of  the  stalk  measured  from  the  tip 
end  and  (2)  green  tipped  and  white 
spears,  tips,  and  points,  when  cut  into 
units,  may  consist  of  a  mixture  of  typical 
white,  yellowish  white,  green,  light  green, 
or  yellowish  green  units. 

(d)  “White”  consists  of  units  of 
canned  asparagus  which  are  typical 
white  or  yellowish  white  in  color. 


FILL  OF  CONTAINER  AND  DRAINED  WEIGHTS 

§  52.2545  Recommended  fill  of  con¬ 
tainer.  The  recommended  fill  of  con¬ 
tainer  for  canned  asparagus  is  not 
incorporated  in  the  grades  of  the  proc¬ 
essed  product,  since  fill  of  container,  as 
such,  is  not  a  factor  of  quality  for  the 
purpose  of  these  grades.  It  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  each  container  of  canned 
asparagus  be  filled  as  full  as  practicable 
with  asparagus  without  impairment  of 
quality. 

§  52.2546  Recommended  minimum 
drained  weight.  The  minimum  drained 
weight  recommendations  in  Table  No.  I 
are  not  incorporated  in  the  grades  of 
the  processed  product,  since  drained 
weight,  as  such,  is  not  a  factor  of  quality 
for  the  purpose  of  these  grades.  The 
drained  weight  of  canned  asparagus  is 
determined  by  emptying  the  contents  of 
the  container  upon  a  United  States 
Standard  No.  8  sieve  of  proper  diameter, 
inclining  the  sieve  to  facilitate  drainage, 
and  allow  to  drain  for  two  minutes.  The 
drained  weight  is  the  weight  of  the  sieve 
and  the  asparagus  less  the  weight  of  the 
dry  sieve.  A  sieve  8  inches  in  diameter 
is  used  for  the  No.  2*4  size  can  (401  x 
411)  and  smaller  sizes,  and  a  sieve  12 
inches  in  diameter  is  used  for  containers 
larger  than  the  No.  2Y2  size  can. 

§  52.2547  Compliance  with  recom¬ 
mended  minimum  drained  weights. 
Compliance  with  the  recommended  min¬ 
imum  drained  weight  for  canned  aspara¬ 
gus  is  determined  by  averaging  the 
drained  weights  of  all  of  the  containers 
which  are  representative  of  a  specific  lot. 
Such  lot  is  considered  as  meeting  recom¬ 
mendations,  if : 

(a)  At  least  one-half  of  the  contain¬ 
ers  meet  the  recommended  minimum 
drained  weight; 

(b)  The  drained  weights  of  the  con¬ 
tainers  which  do  not  meet  the  recom¬ 
mended  minimum  drained  weight  are 
within  the  range  of  variability  of  good 
commercial  practice;  and 

(c)  The  average  drained  weight  of  all 
of  the  containers  which  are  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  lot  does  not  fall  below  the 
minimum  recommended  drained  weight. 


Table  No.  I— Recommended  Minimum  Drained  Weight  (in  Ounces)  of  Asparagus 


Container  sire  or  designation 

Container  di¬ 
mensions 
(inches)  water 
capacity  (ounces 
avoirdupois) 

Spears,  tips, 
points  (small, 
medium,  large, 
and  blends  of 
these  sizes) 

Spears,  tips,  and 
IKiints  (extra 
large,  colossal, 
giant,  or  blends 
including  these 
sizes) 

Cut  spears, 
bottom  cuts  or 
cuts,  tips  re¬ 
moved  (all 
sizes) 

Diam¬ 

eter 

Height 

Green 

tipped 

and 

white 

Green 

and 

green 

tipped 

Green 

tipped 

and 

white 

Green 

and 

green 

tipped 

Green 

tipped 

and 

white 

Green 

8-ounce  tall _ 

2>M« 

34(6 

6)4 

6 

5)4 

6 

5 

4)4 

8-ounce  jar _ _ 

8.5  oe. 

5)4 

5 

5)4 

5 

6 

4)4 

No.  1  picnic _ 

21M# 

4 

7 

6)4 

6)4 

6 

6)4 

6 

12Z . 

2»)i6 

4»{6 

8 

7)4 

7)4 

7)4 

7)4 

7)4 

No.  300 . . . 

3 

4)16 

9)4 

8)4 

9 

8 

9 

8)4 

No.  300  X  409 . 

3 

491# 

9)4 

9 

9)4 

8)4 

9)4 

8)4 

3 

5Me 

11 

10)4 

No.  1  tall _ 

3)(« 

4'M« 

10)4 

9)4 

10)4 

9)4 

10)4 

9)4 

No.  303 . 

3)46 

4M# 

10)4 

9)4 

10)4 

9)4 

10)4 

9)4 

No.  303  jar _ 

17.8 

oz. 

10)4 

9)4 

10)4 

9H 

10)4 

9)4 

No.  2 . 

3M« 

4?i# 

13)4 

12)4 

12)4 

11)4 

12)4 

11)4 

No.  2V4  (round) . . 

4Me 

4>H6 

19)4 

17)4 

18)4 

17)4 

18)4 

16)4 

No.  2)4  jar _ _ _ 

29.5  OZ. 

19)4 

17)4 

18)4 

17 

18)4 

16)4 

No.  5  squat . . . . . 

4M# 

43 

39 

41 

38 

42 

38 

No.  10 . 

644  « 

7 

64)4 

63 

64)4 

60)4 

64)4 

60)4 

I.IWZ 

>  14.5  0£. 

8)4 

8 

8)4 

7)4 

Friday,  April  6,  1956 
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SIZE  (DIAMETER)  OF  SPEARS,  TIPS,  AND 
POINTS 

§  52.2548  Size  (.diameter)  of  spears, 
tips,  and  points  in  canned  asparagus. 
The  size  (diameter)  of  asparagus  spears, 
tips,  and  points  in  canned  asparagus  is 
determined  by  measuring  the  largest 
diameter  across  the  base  at  right  angles 
to  the  longitudinal  axis  of  the  unit. 
Units  compressed  in  pr(x:essing  should 
be  restored  to  their  approximate  original 
contour  before  sizing.  Asparagus  spears 
longer  than  5  inches  are  measured  at  a 
point  5  inches  from  the  top  of  the  spear. 
Units  5  inches  in  length  and  less  are 
measured  at  the  base  or  largest  cut  end 
of  the  unit. 

§  52.2549  Compliance  with  single  size 
recommendations.  Canned  asparagus 
spears,  tips,  and  points  will  be  considered 
as  meeting  a  designated  size  when  not 
more  than  20  percent,  by  count,  of  all 
the  units  are  of  the  next  size  smaller  or 
the  next  size  larger  than  the  diameter 
range  of  the  particular  size  designation. 


Tablk  No.  II— Sizes  (Diameter)  of  Asparagus 
Spears,  Tips,  and  Points  in  Canned  Asparagus 


Word  designation 

Diameter  (16th’s  of 
inch) 

and  under. 

5'i«  to  Tie. 

■Me  to 

9(6  to  >9(6. 

‘Me  to  ‘9(6. 

‘9(6  and  over. 

A  mixture  of  2  or  more 
of  the  foregoing  sizes 
and  fails  to  meet  a 
single  size. 

Extra  Large  or  Mammoth _ 

Mixture  or  blend  of  sizes _ 

FACTORS  OF  QUALITY 

§  52.2550  Ascertaining  the  grade — 

(a)  General.  In  addition  to  considering 
other  requirements  outlined  in  the 
standards,  the  following  quality  factors 
are  evaluated  in  ascertaining  the  grade 
of  the  product: 

(1) '  Factor  not  rated  by  score  points. 
(i)  Flavor. 

(2)  Factors  rated  by  score  points. 
The  relative  importance  of  each  factor 
which  is  rated  is  expressed  numerically 
on  the  scale  of  100.  The  maximum 
number  of  points  that  may  be  given  each 
such  factor  is: 


Factors:  Points 

Liquor  _  10 

Color  _ 20 

Defects  _ 30 

Character  _ 40 

Total  score _ ' _ _  100 


(b)  “Good  flavor”  means  that  the 
product  has  a  good,  characteristic  nor¬ 
mal  flavor  and  odor  and  is  free  from 
objectionable  flavors  and  objectionable 
odors  of  any  kind. 

(c)  “Fairly  good  flavor”  means  that 
the  product  may  be  lacking  in  good  flavor 
and  odor  but  is  free  from  objectionable 
flavors  and  objectionable  odors  of  any 
kind. 

§  52.2551  Ascertaining  the  rating  for 
the  factors  which  are  scored.  The  essen¬ 
tial  variations  within  each  factor  which 
is  rated  by  score  points  are  so  described 
that  the  value  may  be  ascertained  for 
such  factors  and  expressed  numerically. 
The  numerical  range  within  each  such 


factor  is  inclusive  (for  example,  “17  to  20 
points”  means  17,  18, 19,  or  20  points) . 

§  52.2552  Liquor — (a)  (A)  classifica¬ 
tion.  Canned  asparagus  that  possesses 
a  clear  liquor  may  be  given  a  score  of  9 
or  10  points.  “Clear  liquor”  means  that 
the  liquor  may  possess  a  typical  yellow 
or  green  color  and  is  fairly  free  from 
suspended  material  and  sediment. 

(b)  (C)  classification.  If  the  canned 
asparagus  possesses  a  fairly  clear  liquor 
a  score  of  7  or  8  points  may  be  given. 
“Fairly  clear  liquor”  means  that  the  liq¬ 
uor  may  be  cloudy  but  not  excessively 
cloudy  or  may  possess  an  accumulation 
of  sediment  which  may  be- slightly  gray 
or  slightly  brown  but  is  not  seriously  ob¬ 
jectionable  and  is  not  off  color. 

(c)  (SStd.)  classification.  Canned 
asparagus  that  fails  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  foregoing  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section  may  be  given  a  score  of  0  to 
6  points  and  shall  not  be  graded  above 
Substandard,  regardless  of  the  total 
score  for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting 
rule) . 

§  52.2553  Color — (a)  General.  The 
color  of  asparagus  in  canned  asparagus  is 
based  on  the  type  and  style  of  asparagus 
and  the  characteristic  and  predominant 
color  of  the  imits. 

(b)  (A)  classification.  Canned  aspar¬ 
agus  that  possesses  a  good  color  may  be 
given  a  score  of  17  to  20  points.  “Good 
color”  has  the  following  meanings  witfi 
respect  to  the  following  types  and  styles 
of  canned  asparagus: 

(1)  Spears,  tips,  or  points — (o)  Green. 
The  units  possess  a  good,  characteristic, 
green,  light  green,  or  yellowish  green 
color  typical  of*well  developed  asparagus, 
and  the  bottom  portion  of  not  more  than 
10  percent,  by  count,  of  the  units,  or  one 
unit,  whichever  is  larger,  may  possess 
typical  white  or  yellowish  white  color 
not  to  exceed  one -eighth  of  the  length 
of  the  unit. 

(b)  Green  tipped.  The  units  possess 
a  good,  characteristic,  green,  light 
green,  or  yellowish  green  color  with  typi¬ 
cal  white  or  yellowish  white  color  at  the 
base  ends,  typical  of  well  developed  as¬ 
paragus,  and  not  more  than  10  percent, 
by  count,  of  the  units,  or  one  unit,  which¬ 
ever  is  larger,  may  possess  typical  white 
or  yellowish  white  color  In  excess  of  one- 
half  of  the  length  of  the  unit  or  may  be 
all  green. 

(c)  Green  tipped  and  white.  The 
units  possess  a  good,  characteristic, 
white  or  yellowish  white  color,  and  may 
possess  green,  light  green,  or  yellowish 
green  heads  and  adjacent  areas,  tsrical 
of  well  developed  asparagus,  and  not 
more  than  20  percent,  by  count,  of  the 
units  may  possess  green,  light  green,  or 
yellowish  green  heads  and  adjacent  areas 
exceeding  one-half  of  the  length  of  the 
imit. 

id)  White.  The  units  possess  a  good, 
characteristic,  white  or  yellowish  white 
color  typical  of  well  developed  aspara¬ 
gus,  and  not  more  than  10  percent,  by 
count,  of  the  units,  or  one  unit,  which¬ 
ever  is  larger,  may  possess  green,  light 
green,  or  yellowish  green  heads  and  ad¬ 
jacent  areas  not  to  exceed  one-half  of 
the  length  of  the  unit. 

(2)  Cut  spears,  bottom  cuts  or  cuts — 
rips  removed,  and  mixed — (a)  Green. 


The  units  possess  a  good,  characteristic, 
green,  light  green,  or  yellowish  green 
color  typical  of  well  developed  aspara¬ 
gus,  and  not  more  than  10  percent,  by 
count,  of  the  units  may  be  green  and 
white  or  white:  Provided.  That  not  more 
than  2  percent,  by  count,  of  all  the  units 
may  be  white. 

(b)  Green  tipped  and  white  or  white. 
The  units  possess  a  good,  characteristic 
color  typical  of  well  developed  green 
tipped  and  white  or  white  asparagus. 

(c)  (C)  classification.  If  the  canned 
asparagus  possesses  a  fairly  good  color, 
a  score  of  14  to  16  points  may  be  given. 
“Fairly  good  color”  has  the  following 
meanings  with  respect  to  the  following 
types  and  styles  of  canned  asparagus: 

(1)  Spears,  tips,  or  points — (a)  Green. 
The  units  possess  a  fairly  good,  charac¬ 
teristic,  green,  light  green,  or  yellowish 
green  color  typical  of  fairly  well  de¬ 
veloped  asparagus  and  the  bottom  por¬ 
tion  of  not  more  than  20  percent,  by 
count,  of  the  units  may  possess  typical 
white  or  yellowish  white  color  not  to 
exceed  one-fourth  of  the  length  of  the 
unit. 

(b)  Green  tipped.  The  units  possess 
a  fairly  good,  characteristic,  green,  light 
green,  or  yellowish  green  color  with  typi¬ 
cal  white  or  yellowish  white  color  at  the 
base  ends,  typical  of  fairly  well  de¬ 
veloped  asparagus,  and  not  more  than 
25  percent,  by  count,  of  the  units  may 
possess  typical  white  or  yellowish  white 
color  in  excess  of  one-half  of  the  length 
of  the  unit,  or  may  be  all  green. 

(c)  Green  tipped  and  white.  The 
units  possess  a  fairly  g(x>d,  characteristic, 
white  or  yellowish  white  color  and  may 
possess  green,  light  green,  or  yellowish 
green  heads  and  adjacent  areas  typical 
of  fairly  well  developed  asparagus,  and 
not  more  than  50  percent,  by  count,  of 
the  units  may  possess  green,  light  green, 
or  yellowish  green  heads  and  adjacent 
areas  in  excess  of  one-half  of  the  length 
of  the  unit. 

id)  White.  The  units  possess  a  fairly 
good,  characteristic,  white  or  yellowish 
white  color  typical  of  fairly  well  de¬ 
veloped  white  asparagus,  and  not  more 
than  20  percent,  by  count,  of  the  units 
may  possess  green,  light  green,  or  yellow¬ 
ish  green  heads  and  adjacent  areas  not 
to  exceed  one -half  of  the  length  of  the 
unit. 

(2)  Cut  spears,  bottom  cuts  or  cuts — 
tips  removed,  and  mixed — (a)  Green. 
The  units  possess  a  fairly  good  charac¬ 
teristic,  green,  light  green,  or  yellowish 
green  color  typical  of  fairly  well  de¬ 
veloped  asparagus  and  not  more  than 
20  percent,  by  coimt,  of  the  units  may 
be  green  and  white  or  white:  Provided, 
That  not  more  than  5  percent,  by  count, 
of  all  the  units  may  be  white. 

(b)  Green  tipped  and  white  or  white. 
The  units  possess  a  fairly  good,  charac¬ 
teristic  color  typical  of  fairly  well  de¬ 
veloped  green  tipped  and  white  or  white 
asparagus. 

(d)  iSStd.)  classification.  Canned  as¬ 
paragus  that  fails  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section 
or  is  definitely  off  color  may  be  given  a 
score  of  0  to  13  points  and  shall  not  be 
graded  above  Substandard,  regardless  of 
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the  total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule). 

§  52.2554  Defects — (a)  General.  The 
factor  of  defects  refers  to  the  degree  of 
freedom  from  grit  or  silt,  loose  material, 
shattered  heads,  poorly  cut  units,  dam¬ 
aged  units,  and  seriously  damaged  units. 

(1)  “Grit  or  silt”  means  sand  or  any 
other  particle  of  earthy  material. 

(2)  “Loose  material”  means  shattered 
asparagus  material  and  cut  or  broken 
pieces  which  are  less  than  %  inch  in 
length. 

<3)  “Shattered  head”  means  any  unit 
with  the  asparagus  head  broken  or  shat¬ 
tered  to  the  extent  that  the  appearance 
is  seriously  affected. 

(4)  “Misshapen”  means  any  spear,  tip, 
or  point  that  is  badly  crooked,  or  any 
unit  that  is  seriously  affected  in  appear¬ 
ance  by  doubles  or  other  malformations. 

(5)  “Poorly  cut”  means  a  unit  that 
has  a  very  ragged,  stringy,  or  frayed  edge 
or  edges,  or  a  unit  that  is  partially  cut, 
or  is  cut  at  an  angle  of  less  than  ap¬ 
proximately  45  degrees. 

(6)  “Damaged”  means  damaged  by 
discoloration,  mechanical  injury,  or 
damaged  by  other  means  to  the  extent 
that  the  appearance  or  edibility  of  the 
unit  is  materially  affected. 

(7)  “Seriously  damaged”  means  dam¬ 
aged  to  such  an  extent  that  the  appear¬ 
ance  or  edibility  of  the  unit  is  seriously 
affected. 

(b)  (il)  classification.  Canned  as¬ 
paragus  that  is  practically  free  from  de¬ 
fects  may  be  given  a  score  of  25  to  30 
points.  “Practically  free  from  defects” 
means  that  no  grit  or  silt  may  be  present 
that  affects  the  appearance  or  edibility 
of  the  product;  that  loose  material  may 
be  present  that  does  not  materially  af¬ 
fect  the  appearance  of  the  product;  and 
that  with  respect  to  the  following  styles 
of  canned  asparagus: 

(1)  Spears,  tips,  and  points.  There 
may  be  present  with  respect  to  green  and 
tipped  types  not  more  than  10  percent, 
and  with  respect  to  green  tipped  and 
white  and  white  types  not  more  than  15 
percent,  by  count,  of  units  with  shat¬ 
tered  heads,  misshapen  units  and  poorly 
cut  units,  and  damaged  and  seriously 
damaged  units:  Provided,  That  not  more 
than  3  percent,  by  count,  of  the  units 
may  be  seriously  damaged,  or  one  unit 
in  a  single  container  may  be  seriously 
damaged  if  such  unit  exceeds  the  allow¬ 
ance  of  3  percent:  And  further  provided. 
That  in  all  of  the  containers  comprising 
the  sample  such  damaged  units  do  not 
exceed  an  average  of  3  percent,  by  count, 
of  the  total  number  of  units. 

(2)  Cut  spears,  bottom  cuts  or  cuts — 
tips  removed,  and  mixed.  There  may  be 
present  for  the  applicable  style  not 
more  than  10  percent,  by  count,  of  imits 
with  shattered  heads,  misshapen  units 
and  poorly  cut  units,  and  damaged  and 
seriously  damaged  units:  Provided,  That 
not  more  than  2  percent,  by  count,  of  the 
units  may  be  seriously  damaged,  or  one 
unit  in  a  single  container  may  be  seri¬ 
ously  damaged  if  such  unit  exceeds  the 
allowance  of  2  percent:  Provided,.  That 


in  all  of  the  containers  comprising  the 
sample  such  damaged  units  do  not  ex¬ 
ceed  an  average  of  2  percent,  by  count, 
of  the  total  number  of  units. 

(c)  (C)  classification.  If  the  canned 
asparagus  is  fairly  free  from  defects, 
a  score  of  21  to  24  points  may  be  given. 
Canned  asparagus  that  falls  into  this 
classification  shall  not  be  graded  above 
U.  S.  Grade  C  or  U.  S.  Standard,  regard¬ 
less  of  the  total  score  for  the  product 
(this  is  a  limiting  rule).  “Fairly  free 
from  defects”  means  that  not  more  than 
•  a  trace  of  grit  or  silt  may  be  present  that 
affects  the  appearance  or  edibility  of  the 
product;  that  loose  material  may  be  pres¬ 
ent  that  does  not  seriously  affect  the  ap¬ 
pearance  of  the  product;  and  that  with 
respect  to  the  following  styles  of  canned 
asparagus: 

(1)  Spears,  tips,  and  points.  There 
may  be  present  with  respect  to  green 
and  green  tipped  types  not  more  than 
20  percent,  and  with  respect 'to  green 
tipped  and  white  and  white  types  not 
more  than  30  percent,  by  count,  of  units 
with  shattered  heads,  misshapen  units 
and  poorly  cut  units,  and  damaged  and 
seriously  damaged  units:  Provided,  That 
not  more  than  10  percent,  by  count,  of 
the  units  may  be  seriously  damaged,  or 
one  unit  in  a  single  container  may  be 
seriously  damaged  if  such  unit  exceeds 
the  allowance  of  10  percent:  Provided, 
That  in  all  of  the  containers  comprising 
the  sample  such  damaged  units  do  not 
exceed  an  average  of  10  percent,  by 
count,  of  the  total  number  of  units. 

(2)  Cut  spears,  bottom  cuts  or  cuts — 
tips  removed,  and  mixed.  There  may  be 
present  for  the  applicable  style  not  more 
than  20  percent,  by  count,  of  units  with 
shattered  heads,  misshapen  units  and 
poorly  cut  units,  and  damaged  and 
seriously  damaged  units:  Provided,  That 
not  more  than  7  percent,  by  count,  of  all 
the  units  may  be  seriously  damaged. 

(d)  iSStd.)  classification.  Canned 
asparagus  that  fails  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section 
may  be  given  a  score  of  0  to  20  points 
and  shall  not  be  graded  above  Substand¬ 
ard,  regardless  of  the  total  score  for  the 
product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule). 

§  52.2555  Character — (a)  General. 
The  factor  of  character  refers  to  the 
degree  of  development  of  the  head  and 
bracts  and  to  the  tenderness  and  texture 
of  the  unit. 

(1)  “Well  developed”  means  that  the 
appearance  of  the  head  is  not  materially 
affected  by  a  seedy  appearance,  and  is 
practically  compact. 

(2)  “Fairly  well  developed”  means 
that  the  head  may  show  a  seedy  appear¬ 
ance  over  the  surface  of  the  head  and 
Uie  head  and  bracts  may  be  elongated 
but  not  so  developed  or  elongated  as  to 
gi^e  a  definitely  spread  or  branching 
appearance. 

(b)  (i4)  classification.  Canned  aspar¬ 
agus  that  possesses  a  good  character  may 
be  given  a  score  of  34  to  40  points. 
“Good  character”  has  the  following 
meanings  with  respect  to  the  following 
styles  and  types  of  canned  asparagus; 


(1)  Spears,  tips,  and  points.  Not  less 
than  85  percent,  by  count,  of  the  heads 
are  well  developed,  and  the  remaining 
units  are  at  least  fairly  well  developed, 
and  with  respect  to  green  and  green 
tipped  types  not  more  than  10  percent, 
and  with  respect  to  green  tipped  and 
white  and  white  types  not  more  than  20 
percent,  by  count,  of  the  units,  or  one 
unit  in  a  container  if  such  unit  exceeds 
the  allowances  provided  for  the  respec¬ 
tive  type,  may  be  tough. 

(2)  Cut  spears,  bottom  cuts  or  cuts — 
tips  removed,  and  mixed.  For  the  ap¬ 
plicable  style,  not  less  than  50  percent, 
by  count,  of  the  heads  are  well  developed, 
and  the  remainder  are  at  least  fairly  well 
developed,  and  with  respect  to  green  and 
green  tipped  types  not  more  than  10 
percent,  and  with  respect  to  green  tipped 
and  white  and  white  types  not  more  than 
20  percent,  by  coimt,  of  the  units  may 
be  tough. 

(c)  (C)  classification.  If  the  canned 
asparagus  possesses  ..  fairly  good  char¬ 
acter,  a  score  of  28  to  33  points  may 
be  given.  Canned  asparagus  that  falls 
into  this  classification  shall  not  be 
graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  C  or  U.  S. 
Standard,  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule). 
“Fairly  good  character”  has  the  follow¬ 
ing  meanings  with  respect  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  styles  and  types  of  canned 
asparagus: 

(1)  Spears,  tips,  and  points.  Not  less 
than  90  percent,  by  count,  of  the  heads 
are  at  least  fairly  well  developed,  and  the 
remaining  units  may  fail  to  meet  the 
requirements  for  fairly  well  developed 
heads,  and  with  respect  to  green  and 
green  tipped  types  not  more  than  30 
percent,  and  with  respect  to  green  tipped 
and  white  and  white  types  not  more  than 
50  percent,  by  count,  of  the  units  may  be 
tough. 

(2)  Cut  spears,  bottom  cuts  or  cuts — 
tips  removed,  and  mixed.  For  the  appli¬ 
cable  style,  not  less  than  90  percent,  by 
count,  of  all  the  heads  are  at  least  fairly 
well  developed,  and  the  remainder  may 
fail  to  meet  the  requirements  for  fairly 
well  developed  heads,  and  with  respect 
to  green  and  green  tipped  types  not  more 
than  25  percent,  and  with  respect  to 
green  tipped  and  white  and  white  tsres 
not  more  than  50  percent,  by  count,  of 
the  units  may  be  tough. 

(d)  iSStd.)  classification.  Canned 
asparagus  that  fails  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section 
may  be  given  a  score  of  0  to  27  points 
and  shall  not  be  graded  above  Substand¬ 
ard,  regardless  of  the  total  score  for  the 
product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule) . 

DEFINITIONS  AND  EXPLANATIONS 

§  52.2556  Definitions  and  explana¬ 
tions  of  terms — (a)  Head.  “Head”  in 
cut  spears  means  the  tip  end  which  has 
been  cut  from  an  asparagus  shoot  which 
is  %  inch  or  more  in  length  with  respect 
to  the  green  type  and  which  is  %  inch 
or  more  in  length  with  respect  to  green 
tipped  and  white  and  white  types,  or  the 
upper  portion  of  a  spear  which  possesses 
a  substantial  amount  of  head  material 
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which  has  been  cut  from  near  the  tip  end 
and  which  is  approximately  the  same 
length  as  the  other  cut  imits. 

(b)  Unit.  “Unit”  means  any  individ¬ 
ual  portion  of  an  asparagus  shoot  %  inch 
or  more  in  length  in  canned  asparagus. 

(c)  Percent,  by  count,  of  heads.  “Per¬ 
cent,  by  count,  of  heads”  means  the 
percent  determined  by  averaging  the 
percent,  by  count,  of  heads  in  all  of  the 
containers  comprising  the  sample. 

(d)  Tough  unit.  “Tough  unit”  means 
a  unit  which  is  not  cut  through  in  5  sec¬ 
onds  or  less  when  tested  as  outlined 
herein  by  means  of  the  flberometer,  and 
which  possesses  fibrous  material  which  is 
materially  objectionable  upon  eating. 
The  test  by  flberometer  on  spears,  tips, 
and  points  is  made  at  a  point  1  inch  from 
the  cut  end  with  respect  to  the  green 
type  and  at  a  point  inches  from  the 
cut  end  with  respect  to  the  green  tipped 
type,  and  at  the  midpoint  of  the  unit 
with  respect  to  the  green  ti^ed  and 
white  and  white  types.  The  te^  is  made 
at  the  midpoint  of  the  unit  on  cut  spears, 
bottom  cuts  or  cuts — tips  removed,  and 
mixed  styles  which  are  2  inches  or  less 
in  length  and  at  a  point  1  inch  from  each 
end  on  cut  units  which  are  more  than  2 
inches  in  length. 

(e)  Asparagus  flberometer.  The  cut¬ 
ting  wire  of  the  flberometer  shall  be  0.031 
inch  diameter  stainless  steel  wire  and  is 
mounted  in  a  metai  frame  having  an 
overall  weight  of  3  pounds  avoirdupois. 
The  slots  in  the  block  supporting  the  as¬ 
paragus  unit  to  be  tested  shall  be  not  less 
than  0.039  inch  nor  more  than  0.042  inch 
in  width. 

LOT  CERTIFICATION  TOLERANCES 

§  52.2557  Tolerances  for  certification 
of  officially  drawn  samples,  (a)  When 
certifying  samples  that  have  been  of¬ 
ficially  drawn  and  which  represent  a 
specific  lot  of  canned  asparagus  the  grade 
for  such  lot  will  be  determined  by  aver¬ 
aging  the  total  scores  of  the  containers 
comprising  the  sample,  if  (1)  such  con¬ 
tainers  meet  all  of  the  applicable  grade 
requirements  of  the  factors  of  quality 
that  are  not  rated  by  score  points,  (2)  all 
containers  comprising  the  sample  meet 
all  applicable  standards  of  quality 
promulgated  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  and  in  effect  at 
the  time  of  the  aforesaid  certification, 
and  (3)  with  respect  to  those  factors 
which  are  rated  by  score  points: 

(i)  Not  more  than  one-sixth  of  the 
containers  fails  to  meet  the  grade  indi¬ 
cated  by  the  average  of  such  total 
scores; 

(ii)  None  of  the  containers  falls  more 
than  4  points  below  the  minimum  score 
for  the  grade  indicated  by  the  average 
of  such  total  scores; 

(iii)  None  of  the  containers  falls  more 
than  one  grade  below  the  grade  indi¬ 
cated  by  the  average  of  such  total  scores; 
and 

(iv)  The  average  score  of  all  contain¬ 
ers  for  any  factor  subject  to  a  limiting 
rule  is  within  the  score  range  of  that 
factor  for  the  grade  indicated  by  the 
average  of  the  total  scores  of  the  con¬ 
tainers  comprising  the  sample. 


SCORE  SHEET 

§  52.2558  Score  sheet  for  canned  os- 
paragus. 


Number,  size,  and  kind  of  container. 

Label . 

Container  mark  or  identiflcation.... 

Net  weight  (ounces),. . . 

Vacuum  (inches). . . 

Drained  weight  (ounces) _ 


Size  or  sizes  (Spears,  Tips,  and  Points), 

Length  of  cut . 

Heads  (cut)  (percent,  by  count) _ 


Factors 

Score  points 

Liquor.  _  . 

10 

((A)  9-10 

UC)  7-  8 

Color . 

20 

1  (SStd.)  »  0-  6 
|(A)  17-20 

HO  14-16 

Defects _ 

30 

USStd.)  '0-1.3 
|(A)  2S-30 

HO  '21-24 

Character.  . 

40 

((SStd.)  '0-20 
j(A)  34-40 

HO  '28-33 
((SStd.)  '0-27 

Total  score . 

100 

Flavor  (A,  C,  or  SStd.) 
Grade _ 


>  Indicates  limiting  rule. 

Dated:  April  3, 1956. 

[seal]  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 

Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-2562;  Piled.  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Division  of  Public  Contracts 
[  41  CFR  Part  202  1 

Electric  Lamp  Industry 
notice  of  proposed  determination  of 

PREVAILING  MINIMUM  WAGE  FOR  THE 

ELECTRIC  LAMP  INDUSTRY 

This  matter  is  before  the  Department 
pursuant  to  the  act  of  June  30,  1936  (49 
Stat.  2036;  41  U.  S.  C.  sec.  35  et  seq.), 
known  as  the  Walsh-Healey  Public  Con¬ 
tracts  Act. 

Notice  of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held 
on  April  26,  1955,  was  published  in  the 
March  19, 1955,  issue  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (20  F.  R,  1680).  Copies  of  the 
notice  and  of  a  press  release  announcing 
the  hearing  were  mailed  to  all  known 
trade  associations,  unions,  and  other 
interested  persons  in  the  Electric  Lamp 
Industry.  In  addition,  the  press  release 
was  distributed  to  newspapers  and  to 
trade  publications. 

This  notice  informed  interested  per¬ 
sons  of  the  time  and  place  at  which  they 
could  appear  and  offer  testimony  as  to 
(1)  the  propriety  of  the  definition  of  the 
industry  proposed  in  the  notice;  (2)  the 
prevailing  wages  in  the  industry;  (3) 
whether  there  should  be  included  in  any 
determination  for  this  industry  provi¬ 
sion  for  the  employment  of  learners,  be¬ 
ginners  or  apprentices  at  subminimum 
rates  and  on  what  terms  or  limitations, 
if  any,  such  employment  should  be  per¬ 


mitted;  and  (4)  whether  a  single  deter¬ 
mination  for  all  of  the  area  in  which  the 
industry  operates  or  a  separate  deter¬ 
mination  for  each  of  several  different 
geographic  areas  (including  the  appro¬ 
priate  limits  of  such  areas)  should  be 
made..  The  notice  particularly  invited 
information  with  respect  to  (1)  the 
identity  of  any  products  not  now  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  definition  of  the  industry 
which  should  be  included  and  of  any 
products  now  included  which  should  not 
be  included;  (2)  the  number  and  loca¬ 
tion  of  establishments  in  the  industry; 
(3)  the  minimum  job  rates  paid,  the 
number  of  workers  receiving  such  wages, 
and  the  occupations  in  which  they  are 
employed;  (4)  the  minimum  wages  paid 
to  apprentices,  learners,  or  beginners,  the 
scale  of  wages  paid  during  the  appren¬ 
ticeship,  learning,  or  probationary  pe¬ 
riod,  the  length  of  such  peri(xls,  the 
number  of  workers  receiving  such  wages 
and  the  occupations  in  which  they  are 
employed;  and  (5)  the  extent  to  which 
there  is  competition  in  this  industry  be¬ 
tween  plants  in  different  geographical 
areas.  The  notice  also  made  available 
to  interested  persons  upon  request  the 
employment  and  wage  data  which  had 
been  prepared  in  the  Department  of 
Labor. 

Pursuant  to  the  notice,  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  commenced  on  April  26,  1955  in 
the  Department  of  Labor  Building, 
Washington,  D,  C.,  and  concluded  on 
May  27,  1955.  At  the  hearing  manage¬ 
ment  representatives  appeared  for  the 
following,  among  others:  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Company;  Westinghouse  Electric 
Corporation;  Sylvania  Electric  Products, 
Inc.;  Western  Electric  Company,  Inc.; 
Tung-Sol  Electric  Inc.;  Amplex  Corpo¬ 
ration;  the  Lamp  Industry  Panel  (a 
group  of  manufacturers) ;  and  the  In¬ 
candescent  Lamp  Manufacturers  Asso¬ 
ciation.  In  addition,  representatives  of 
the  following  labor  organizations,  among 
others,  were  present:  International 
Union  of  Electrical,  Radio  and  Machine 
Workers  (CIO) ;  American  Federation  of 
Labor;  and  International  Brotherhood 
of  Electrical  Workers  (AFL).  The  rec¬ 
ord  was  held  open  until  August  17,  1955 
for  any  party  who  wished  to  present 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions,  briefs, 
reply  briefs,  or  arguments  in  support 
thereof.  The  record  was  certified  by 
Hearing  Examiner  Clifford  P.  Grant  on 
September  6,  1955. 

Definition.  The  notice  of  hearing 
designated  the  industry  as  the  Electric 
Lamp  Industry  and  defined  it  as  follows: 
“The  Electric  Lamp  Industry  is  that  in¬ 
dustry  which  manufactures  electric 
bulbs,  tubes  and  related  light  sources, 
including  but  not  limited  to  such  prod¬ 
ucts  as  incandescent  filament  lamps, 
sealed  beam  headlights  composed  of  a 
filament  in  a  glass  shell,  vapor  and 
fluorescent  lamps,  photoflash  and  photo¬ 
flood  lamps,  and  the  following  electric 
lamp  components:  lead-in-wires,  sup¬ 
port  wires,  filaments,  welds,  hooks,  and 
metal  bases;  provided,  however,  that  this 
definition  shall  not  include  electro- 
therapeutic  lamp  units,  electronic  tubes. 
X-ray  tubes,  sealed  beam  headlights 
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composed  of  an  electric  lamp  enclosed 
in  a  shell  of  glass  or  of  glass  and  metal, 
carbon  arc  lamps,  custom  made  lumi-> 
nous  tube  signs,  electric  lighting  fixtures, 
plastic  lamp  bases,  chemicals,  gases, 
glass  blanks,  glass  tubing,  glass  rod,  and 
dumet,  molybdenum  and  tungsten  wire. 
For  the  purpose  of  this  definition  an 
electric  lamp  is  defined  as  any  device  the 
primary  purpose  of  which  is  to  convert 
electric  energy  into  radiation  within  the 
visible  spectrum  and/or  into  ultra-violet 
radiations  of  wave  lengths  of  not  less 
than  500  Angstrom  units,  and/or  infra¬ 
red  radiation  not  longer  than  100,000 
Angstrom  units,”  The  above  definition 
was  the  basis  on  which  the  Department 
of  Labor  had  assembled  employment  and 
wage  data  for  the  hearing. 

The  Lamp  Industry  Panel  proposed 
that  the  following  statement  be  added 
to  the  definition:  ‘‘Provided  that  this 
definition  shall  have  no  application  to 
contracts  for  items  included  therein 
which  are  manufactured  for  or  are  avail¬ 
able  to  commercial  as  well  as  Govern¬ 
ment  users”.  This  proposal  obviously 
relates  to  the  “open  market”  exemption 
contained  in  section  9  of  the  act,  and 
not  to  any  matter  covered  by  the  notice 
of  hearing. 

As  the  notice  clearly  indicates,  the 
sole  purpose  of  this  proceeding  is  to  de¬ 
termine  the  minimum  wage  prevailing 
in  the  Electric  Lamp  Industry.  Plainly, 
the  open  market  exemption  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  question  of  what  this  in¬ 
dustry  is  or  what  the  prevailing  mini¬ 
mum  wage  in  the  industry  is.  There  is 
no  attempt  here  to  determine  what  con¬ 
tracts  will  be  subject  to  the  open  market 
or  any  other  exemption.  The  general 
interpretation  of  that  exemption  is  in 
fact  dealt  with  in  separate  published 
interpretative  rules  and  regulations. 
(Rulings  and  Interpretations  No.  3,  sec¬ 
tion  13;  regulations,  41  CFR  201.2  (a)). 
Whether  the  determination,  when  it  is 
issued,  will  apply  to  particular  procure¬ 
ment  contracts  for  products  of  the  in¬ 
dustry  enumerated  in  the  definition  is 
not  only  an  entirely  different  matter, 
but  it  is  one  which  presents  questions 
that  can  only  be  determined  on  a  case  by 
case  basis. 

After  full  consideration  of  the  record,  I 
find  that  the  definition  as  proposed  is 
appropriate  for  this  industry. 

Locality.  At  the  hearing  and  in  post 
hearing  briefs  arguments  were  presented 
by  representatives  of  both  labor  and 
management  with  regard  to  whether 
recognition  of  a  single  industry-wide  rate 
would  be  consistent  with  the  statutory 
language  and  intent  of  the  Public  Con¬ 
tracts  Act.  It  was  argued  by  counsel 
representing  the  Lamp  Industry  Panel 
that  section  1  (b)  of  the  act  requires  that 
minimum  rates  be  established  separately 
for  each  small  geographic  area  in  which 
electric  lamps  are  produced,  and  that  the 
act  cannot  be  construed  as  authorizing 
industry-wide  rates.  In  accordance  with 
this  interpretation,  the  Lamp  Industry 
Panel  introduced  an  extensive  wage  sur¬ 
vey  of  37  localities  in  which  lamp  plants 
are  located.  It  is  the  Lamp  Industry 
Panel’s  contention  that  the  localities  to 
be  used  are  those  areas  from  which  the 
labor  force  is  drawn,  and  that  each  of 


these  areas  generally  (informs  to  the 
metropolitan  area  in  which  the  plant  is 
located. 

Labor  representatives  at  the  hearing 
presented  arguments  to'  show  that  the 
statutory  language  and  the  purpose  of 
the  Public  Contracts  Act  require  a  con¬ 
struction  which  would  permit  recogni¬ 
tion  of  an  industry-wide  minimum,  and 
that  the  factors  present  in  the  Electric 
Lamp  Industry  require  that  a  single  in¬ 
dustry-wide  minimum  be  recognized  in 
this  case. 

The  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  Circuit  has  re¬ 
cently  confirmed  the  Secretary’s  long¬ 
standing  interpretation  of  section  1  (b) 
as  authorizing  the  determination  of  pre¬ 
vailing  minimum  wages  on  an  industry¬ 
wide  basis.  Mitchell  v.  Covington  Mills, 
et  al.,  decided  December  1,  1955.  In  up¬ 
holding  an  industry-wide  determination 
for  a  branch  of  the  Textile  Industry,  the 
Court  stated  that  such  an  industry-wide 
determination  is  authorized,  if  indeed 
not  required,  by  the  purpose  of  the  act 
where  ‘‘the  competition  is  industry¬ 
wide,”  and  that  ‘‘to  fix  separate  minima 
according  to  the  wages  that  prevail  in 
each  separate  •  *  •  community  •  *  • 
would  freeze  the  competitive  advantage 
of  concerns  that  operate  in  low  wage 
communities  and  would  in  effect  offer  a 
reward  for  moving  into  such  communi¬ 
ties,”  which  ‘‘[obviously  •  *  *  would 
defeat  the  purpose  of  the  Act.”  The 
CJourt  further  ruled  that  ‘‘it  is  not  true 
that  the  plain  meaning  of  the  "Walsh- 
Healey  Act  forbids  the  Secretary  to  fix  an 
industry-wide  minimum”  and  that  ‘‘[it] 
is  not  plain  that  every  minimum  wage 
determination  under  the  Act  must  be 
limited  to  a  ‘locality’.”  Stating  that  the 
‘‘locality”  phrase  ‘‘is  not  plainly  intended 
to  qualify  any  other  term  than  ‘groups 
of  industries’  ”,  the  Court  upheld  the  in¬ 
dustry-wide  wage  determination  there 
involved  both  on  the  basis  of  the  ‘‘similar 
work”  and  the  ‘‘particular  industry” 
standards. 

Accordingly,  there  is  authoritative  and 
compelling  support  for  the  conclusion 
that  an  industry-wide  determination  is 
permissible  where  the  marketing  and 
competitive  factors  warrant  it. 

Marketing  and  competitive  factors. 
Electric  lamp  plants  are  located  in  var¬ 
ious  parts  of  the  country,  with  the 
heaviest  concentration  being  found  in 
the  Middle  Atlantic  Region.  Of  the  63 
establishments  in  the  industry,  25  plants 
are  located  in  ihe  Middle  Atlantic  Re¬ 
gion,  8  plants  in  the  New  England  Re¬ 
gion,  5  plants  in  the  Border  Region,  6 
plants  in  the  Southeast  and  Southwest 
Regions,  2  plants  in  the  Middle  West  Re¬ 
gion,  16  plants  in  the  Great  Lakes  Re¬ 
gion,  and  1  plant  in  the  Pacific  Region. 

"Virtually  all  Government  purchases  of 
electric  lamps  are  made  from  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Supply  Schedule.  Eight  firms  were 
listed  in  this  schedule  for  the  period 
September  1,  1953  to  August  31,  1954. 
To  demonstrate  the  marketing  pattern 
of  the  industry  applicable  to  Government 
business,  the  Government  presented  a 
detailed  analysis  in  tabular  form  of  lamp 
shipments  to  Air  Force  and  Navy  In¬ 
stallations  for  that  period,  the  latest 
period  for  which  complete  data  were 
available.  This  analysis  indicates  that 


purchases  were  made  under  the  Federal 
Supply  Schedule  from  each  of  the  eight 
firms  appearing  therein.  As  a  result  of 
these  purchases,  lamps  valued  at  approx¬ 
imately  two  and  one-half  million  dollars 
went  to  destinations  in  17  states  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  extending  from 
New  York  to  California  and  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  to  Florida. 

In  addition  to  General  Electric,  West- 
inghouse,  and  Sylvania,  five  smaller 
firms  were  included  among  those  plants 
making  shipments  to  the  Air  Force  and 
Navy.  Four  of  these  were  single  plant 
operations  and  the  other  firm  had  two 
plants  in  the  same  region,  but  made  de¬ 
liveries  to  the  Government  from  only 
one  of  the  two  plants.  Each  of  these 
firms  shipped  to  most  of  the  seven  re¬ 
gions  designated  in  the  tabulation  and 
two  companies  shipped  to  installations 
in  all  seven  regions.  In  no  instance  did 
a  majority  of  the  shipments  of  a  firm 
go  to  any  ^e  region. 

Althougn  40  percent  of  all  establish¬ 
ments  in  the  industry  employing  34  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  covered  employees  are 
located  in  the  Middle  Atlantic  Region, 
a(x:ording  to  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Sta¬ 
tistics’  survey,  only  19  percent  of  the  539 
shipments  to  Air  Force  and  Navy  Instal¬ 
lations  went  to  destinations  within  that 
region  and  the  value  of  these  shipments 
represented  only  7  percent  of  the  total 
value  of  all  shipments. 

Each  of  the  three  large  multi-plant 
companies  (General  Electric,  Westing- 
house  and  Sylvania)  has  warehouses 
from  which  Government  orders  gener¬ 
ally  are  shipped.  The  stock  in  a  ware¬ 
house  consists  of  lamps  produced  in 
various  factories  of  the  firm. 

Approximately  90  percent  of  the  ship¬ 
ments  from  General  Electric  to  the 
Government  are  made  from  the  com¬ 
pany’s  27  warehouses  distributed 
throughout  the  country.  Lamps  of  fac¬ 
tories  located  in  different  sections  of  the 
country  are  represented  in  the  stock  of 
each  warehouse.  The  remaining  ship¬ 
ments  are  made  directly  from  the  fac¬ 
tories. 

The  central  warehouse  and  order 
service  department  of  Westinghouse  are 
located  at  Trenton  and  most  of  the  types 
of  lamps  are  stocked  there.  A  Govern¬ 
ment  order  placed  with  the  Washington 
or  Trenton  office  of  the  company  would 
ordinarily  be  filled  from  stock  in  that 
warehouse.  If  not  available  there,  it 
would  be  sent  from  one  of  the  other 
warehouses  to  the  point  where  the  lamp 
was  to  l)e  used.  An  order  sent  to  one  of 
the  Westinghouse  regional  offices  is  han¬ 
dled  in  a  similar  manner.  If  the  re¬ 
gional  office  warehouse  does  not  have  an 
item  ordered,  the  order  service  manager 
in  Trenton  would  be  contacted  to  de¬ 
termine  if  it  were  available  in  any  other 
warehouse.  If  lamps  required  under  a 
particular  purchase  order,  regardless  of 
point  of  delivery,  were  available  in  only 
one  warehouse,  they  would  be  supplied 
from  that  warehouse.  If  not  available 
in  any  warehouse,  placement  of  the 
order  with  a  factory  for  manufacture 
would  not  necessarily  depend  upon  its 
nearness  to  the  point  of  destination,  but 
possibly  upon  the  workload  of  the  plant, 
if  the  material  were  available  at  that 
plant. 
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Westinghouse  plants  at  Belleville,  New 
Jersey,  and  Paris,  Texas,  manufacture 
lamp  parts  which  are  within  the  scope 
of  the  definition.  These  parts,  which  go 
into  most  or  all  of  the  finished  lamps 
made  by  Westinghouse,  include  lamp 
bases  from  the  Belleville  plant  and  lamp 
bases,  lead  wires  and  coils  from  the  Paris 
plant.  The  lead  wires  and  bases,  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  being  distributed  to  all  West¬ 
inghouse  lamp  plants,  are  also  sold  to 
other  lamp  companies  throughout  the 
country. 

Sylvania  maintains  13  field  service 
warehouses,  located  throughout  the 
country.  Each  warehouse  is  supplied  by 
the  company’s  various  plants. 

Items  listed  in  contracts  between  the 
Government  and  General  Electric,  Syl¬ 
vania,  and  Westinghouse  are  manufac¬ 
tured  in  30  different  establishments 
located  in  every  region  in  which  a  lamp 
plant  is  located.  For  aJarge  majority 
of  the  items,  deliveries  were  made  from 
a  single  plant  location  (Government  Ex¬ 
hibits  No.  10-A,  10-B,  and  10-C).  Rep¬ 
resentatives  of  General  Electric,  West¬ 
inghouse,  and  Sylvania  also  testified  that 
particular  types  of  lamps  are  manufac¬ 
tured  in  only  one  plant.  Shipments  of 
these  lamps  would  be  made  from  a  single 
plant  location  to  all  designated  points  of 
delivery  and  therefore  would  be  on  a 
nation-wide  basis.  Furthermore,  coun¬ 
sel  for  the  Lamp  Industry  Panel  stated 
in  his  post  hearing  brief,  that  his  group 
“has  never  contended  that  sales  compe¬ 
tition  among  lamp  producers  is  not 
nation-wide”,  and  had  no  objection  to 
stipulating  “that  the  marketing  area  for 
which  the  various  lamp  companies  com¬ 
pete  is  nation-wide”. 

It  is  thus  apparent  that  no  geographic 
limitations  are  feasible  in  this' industry. 
The  area  of  competition  is  industrywide. 
Firms,  no  matter  where  located,  gen¬ 
erally  ship  their  products  all  over  the 
country.  Multi-plant  firms  do  not  make 
every  type  of  lamp  in  each  of  their 
plants,  so  that  no  plant  may  be  said 
to  serve  any  specific  geographic  area 
exclusively.  It  is  impossible  to  predict 
precisely  where  any  particular  contract 
materials  will  be  manufactured  when 
bids  are  invited.  For  these  reasons  .1 
find  that  the  locality  in  which  the  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies,  articles,  or  equipment 
are  to  be  manufactured  or  furnished 
under  Government  contracts  extends  to 
all  of  that  area  in  which  the  industry 
has  its  plants,  and  that  geographic  dif¬ 
ferentials  cannot  be  adopted  for  this 
industry  without  defeating  the  purposes 
of  the  Public  Contracts  Act. 

Nature  and  adequacy  of  wage  data. 
The  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics’  survey 
of  plants  in  the  Electric  Lamp  Industry 
(Government  Exhibit  No.  4)  covered  all 
plants  employing  eight  or  more  workers 
known  to  be  in  the  Lamp  Industry  ^s 
defined.  The  wage  data  pertain  to  a 
representative  payroll  period  in  October 
1954. 

It  was  originally  estimated  that  in 
October  1954  there  were  62  establish¬ 
ments  employing  18,470  covered  workers 
in  the  industry  as  defined.  More  than 
98  percent  of  the  18,470  covered  workers 
were  employed  in  the  58  plants  studied 
by  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics.  After 
the  survey  was  completed  and  tabula- 
No.  67 - 4 


tions  prepared,  information  was  received 
for  an  additional  plant  in  the  Middle 
Atlantic  Region  with  approximately  250 
covered  workers. 

Harry  M.  Douty,  Chief  of  the  Division 
of  Wages  and  Industrial  Relations,  of 
the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  testified 
that  he  believed  the  omission  of  this 
plant  did  not  significantly  affect  any  of 
the  tabulations  with  the  possible  excep¬ 
tion  of  Table  2-B,  namely,  percentage 
distribution  of  covered  workers  in  the 
lowest  labor  grade  with  work  experience 
of  three  months  or  less,  by  straight-time 
average  hourly  earnings.  On  request  of 
Dr.  Modley,  Lamp  Industry  Panel  Ad¬ 
viser,  however,  corrections  for  the  three 
average  hourly  earnings  tabulations 
were  read  into  the  record.  Also  at  in¬ 
dustry’s  request  a  tabulation  of  estab¬ 
lishments  and  workers  by  lowest  rate 
actually  paid  to  covered  workers  irre¬ 
spective  of  work  experience  was  pre¬ 
pared.  No  question  was  raised  regard¬ 
ing  the  reliability  or  completeness  of  the 
survey  coverage  of  the  Lamp  Industry. 

I  find  that  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics’ 
survey  adequately  reflects  the  wages  of 
all  workers  employed  in  the  production 
of  products  covered  by  the  definition. 

Locality  wage  data  pertaining  tp  the 
37  areas  in  which  lamp  plants  are  located 
were  presented  by  the  Lamp  Industry 
Panel.  The  Lamp  Industry  Panel  also 
presented  a  tabulation  of  “indicated  de¬ 
terminations  of  prevailing  wages”  for 
each  of  the  37  localities,  based  upon  low¬ 
est  established  starting  or  hiring  rates 
for  all  types  of  work  and  for  light  repeti¬ 
tive  work  requiring  training  of  three 
months  or  less.  These  tabulations  were 
based  upon  data  obtained  for  the  Lamp 
Industry  Panel  by  the  Audits  and  Survey 
Company.  However,  in  view  of  my  de¬ 
cision  to  make  this  determination  on  an 
industry-wide  basis  for  the  reasons  men¬ 
tioned  above,  further  consideration  of 
the  Panel’s  data  is  unnecessary. 

The  International  Union  of  Electrical, 
Radio  and  Machine  Workers  (CIO)  pre¬ 
sented  data  in  the  form  of  a  tabulation 
of  lowest  entrance  rates  and  lowest  job 
rates  in  13  lamp  plants  where  their  con¬ 
tracts  are  in  effect.  The  approximate 
number  of  workers  covered  by  each  con¬ 
tract,  totalling  about  10,600,  and  the 
number  of  workers  at  the  lowest  entrance 
rates  in  each  plant  are  also  shown.  In 
answer  to  a  question  raised  by  Lamp 
Industry  Panel  Counsel,  it  was  indicated 
that  the  products  of  one  of  the  plants 
(General  Electric,  Bridgeville,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania)  are  tubing,  bulb-drawing,  cutting 
and  forming.  This  plant,  therefore,  is 
outside  the  scope  of  the  industry  as  de¬ 
fined  for  this  determination.  The 
employment  figures  were  also  questioned 
as  they  do  not  refer  only  to  workers 
covered  by  the  Walsh-Healey  Act. 
Questions  were  also  raised  concerning 
some  of  the  rates  shown  as  well  as  the 
method  of  determining  the  lowest  job 
rate. 

A  tabulation  of  starting  rates  and  job 
rates  in  9  lamp  plants  having  contracts 
with  an  independent  union  was  also  pre¬ 
sented.  The  products  of  three  of  the 
plants,  however,  as  shown  in  the  table, 
are  outside  the  scope  of  the  industry  as 
defined  for  this  determination  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  “hiring  in”  rate,  the  lowest  job 


rate  and  “second  labor  grade”  rate  for 
day  work  and  piecework  earnings  in 
lowest  labor  grade  are  also  shown  for 
each  plant. 

Wage  and  employment  data  were  pre¬ 
sented  for  16  electric  lamp  establish¬ 
ments  “with  non-selective  hiring  poli¬ 
cies”  by  the  Incandescent  Lamp  Manu¬ 
facturers’  Association.  The  information 
indicates  the  starting  or  hiring  rate  and 
lowest  rate  actually  paid,  number  of 
establishments  and  covered  workers,  by 
five  cent  intervals.  These  16  plants  were 
all  included  in  the  data  presented  by  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics. 

It  is  apparent  from  the  foregoing  de¬ 
scription  of  the  wage  data  presented  at 
the  hearing,  that  they  are  ample  to  make 
an  industry-wide  determination  for  the 
Electric  Lamp  Industry. 

Recommendations  on  prevailing  mint- 
mum  wages.  The  International  Union 
of  Electrical,  Radio  and  Machine  Work¬ 
ers  (CIO)  recommended  an  industry¬ 
wide  prevailing  minimum  rate  of  not  less 
than  $1.30  an  hour  for  all  covered  work¬ 
ers,  based  upon  an  analysis  of  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  Tables  2,  2-A, 
and  5,  and  the  lUE  tabulation  of  lowest 
entrance  and  job  rates  (lUE-CIO  Exhibit 
No.  1). 

The  '  International  Brotherhood  of 
Electrical  Workers  (AFL)  also  requested 
an  industry-wide  minimum  rate  of  $1.30 
an  hour  for  all  covered  workers.  The 
American  Federation  of  Labor  repre¬ 
sentative  also  •recommended  a  rate  of 
at  least  $1.30  an  hour  based  on  the  data 
shown  in  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 
Tables  5  and  2-A  and  also  on  the  fact 
that  increases  had  been  negotiated  in 
some  plants  since  October  1954,  the  date 
of  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics’  survey. 
Although  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor  recommendation  was  intended  to 
apply  to  all  covered  workers,  it  was 
stated  that  if  a  choice  is  to  be  made 
between  the  establishment  of  a  $1.30 
minimum  rate  with  a  tolerance  for  be¬ 
ginners  as  against  a  lower  minimum  rate 
to  apply  to  all  workers,  their  preference 
would  be  the  former. 

A  minimum  of  $1.35  an  hour  was  rec¬ 
ommended  by  an  independent  union. 
Data  presented  in  its  own  tabulation,  as 
well  as  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  Tables 
2-A,  3  and  5  served  as  a  basis  for  this 
recommendation , 

Charts  and  tabulations  were  presented 
by  the  Lamp  Industry  Panel  Adviser, 
Dr.  Rudolph  Modely,  pertaining,  to  both 
the  method  of  determining  a  prevailing 
minimum  wage,  and  what  the  rate  should 
be.  Industry  Exhibit  No.  38-A,  based 
on  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics’  survey 
data,  was  introduced  to  show  that  the 
Lamp  Industry  Panel’s  analysis  of 
straight-time  average  earnings  data  in¬ 
dicates  a  nation-wide  determination  of 
$1.00  an  hour.  It  further  undertakes  to 
show  that  if  different  processes  of  ana¬ 
lyzing  the  established  minimum  rate  data 
are  used,  determinations  of  $0.91  an 
hour  and  $1.23  an  hour  may  be  found. 
However,  although  data  were  presented 
to  show  what  the  Lamp  Industry  Panel 
believes  the  minimum  rate  determina¬ 
tion  should  be  if  based  upon  nation-wide 
data  and  upon  wages  actually  paid,  it 
was  contended  that  the  determination 
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should  be  made  on  the  basis  of  tables 
showing  lowest  established  hiring  rates 
of  all  manufacturing  establishments  lo¬ 
cated  within  so-called  “wage  areas”.  In 
line  with  this.  Industry  Exhibit  No.  45 
was  presented,  showing  the  Lamp  In¬ 
dustry  Panel’s  proposed  determination  of 
the  prevailing  minimum  wage  for  each  of 
37  areas  in  which  electric  lamp  plants 
are  located,  based  on  the  lowest  estab¬ 
lished  hiring  rates.  Two  sets  of  pro¬ 
posals  were  made,  one  based  on  rates  es¬ 
tablished  for  all  types  of  work,  and  the 
other  based  on  rates  established  for 
“light,  repetitive  work  requiring  train¬ 
ing  of  three  months  or  less.”  Both  sets 
of  rates  are  based  on  employments  in 
various  industries  in  the  given  wage  areas 
and  not  on  plants  in  the  lamp  industry 
alone. 

The*  Incandescent  Lamp  Manufactur¬ 
ers’  Association,  an-  organization  of  16 
small  firms  which  maintained  that  they 
have  “nonselective  hiring  policies”,  re¬ 
quested  two  determinations,  one  for  the 
big  corporations  which  have  “selective 
hiring  policies”,  very  large  production, 
and  high  wage  rates,  and  another  for 
the  group  of  firms  “That  does  not  have 
the  selective  hirings  or  more  liberal  ap¬ 
proach  to  the  hirings  and  that  have  a 
substantially  lower  wage  rate”.  How¬ 
ever,  no  specific  rates  were  proposed. 
The  wage  data  for  these  16  establish¬ 
ments  are  included  in  the  record,  and 
therefore  will  have  appropriate  weight  in 
the  determination. 

Analysis  of  wage  data.  The  prevailing 
minimum  rates  proposed  by  the  unions 
($1.30  and  $1.35  an  hour)  appear  high 
since  establishments  paying  all  workers 
at  least  $1.30  an  hour  are  in  the  minority. 
The  evidence  submitted  by  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  that  increases  have 
been  negotiated  in  some  plants  since 
October  1954,  the  date  of  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  survey,  is  not  sufiBciently 
specific  to  justify  a  conclusion  that  these 
plants  have  become  a  majority.  Plainly 
establishments  with  lowest  paid  actual 
rates  of  $1.35  an  hour  are  even  smaller 
in  number  (Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 
Table  3-B).  If  consideration  is  limited 
to  covered  workers  exclusive  of  those  in 
the  lowest  labor  grade  with  work  experi¬ 
ence  of  three  months  or  less  (Bureau 
of  Labor  Statistics  Table  3  and  data  re¬ 
ported  for  the  sixty-third  plant),  a  mi¬ 
nority  of  the  63  establishments  paid 
$1.30  or  more  an  hour,  and  one-third  of 
the  plants  paid  $1.35  or  more  an  hour  to 
all  workers  in  this  category.  Lowest  es¬ 
tablished  hiring  rates  of  $1.30  or  more 
were  reported  by  35  percent  of  the  60 
plants  reporting  established  hiring  rates 
(Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  Table  4). 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  Table  3  and 
data  for  the  sixty-third  plant  show  that 
56  percent  of  the  63  establishments  with 
77  percent  of  the  total  covered  worker 
employment  paid  at  least  $1.26  an  hour 
to  all  covered  workers,  exclusive  of  those 
in  the  lowest  labor  grade  with  work  ex¬ 
perience  of  three  months  or  less.  No 
higher  minimum  rate  for  such  workers 
was  actually  paid  by  a  majority  of  the 
establishments  employing  a  majority  of 
the  covered  workers.  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  Table  3-B  indicates  that  more 
than  half  (51  percent)  of  the  63  es¬ 
tablishments  which  employed  75  percent 


of  the  18,732  covered  workers,  paid  all 
covered  workers,  irrespective  of  work  ex¬ 
perience,  at  least  $1.26  an  hour. 

Consideration  has  also  been  given  to 
the  lowest  established  rates  in  lamp 
plants  effective  after  work  experience  of 
three  months  (Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 
Table  4-A),  although  some  reported 
rates  may  not  have  been  paid  during  a 
recent  period.  Nearly  one-half  (47  per¬ 
cent)  of  the  60  establishments  reporting 
such  established  rates,  had  rates  of  $1.26 
or  more.  Approximately  two-thirds  of 
the  covered  workers  in  the  60  plants  were 
employed  in  the  28  plants  with  rates  of 
$1.26  or  more. 

The  14  plants  for  which  entrance  and 
job  rates  are  shown  in  lUE-CIO  Exhibit 
No.  1  all  had  lowest  job  rates  in  excess 
of  $1.26.  Though  not  material,  it  may 
be  noted  that  the  product  of  one  plant 
is  outside  the  scope  of  the  industry. 

The  survey  of  starting  rates  and  job 
rates  in-lhe  independent  union’s  lamp 
plants,  made  in  March  1955,  shows  no 
plant  with  a  job  rate  as  low  as  $1.26. 
Data  are  shown  for  nine  plants,  but  three 
of  these  (Niles,  Mahoning,  and  Bucyrus) 
are  outside  the  definition  of  the  industry. 

Therefore,  based  upon  the  above  in¬ 
formation,  I  find  that  the  prevailing 
minimum  hourly  wage  in  the  Electric 
Lamp  Industry  is  $1.26  an  hour  for  all 
covered  workers  exclusive  of  those  in  the 
lowest  labor  grade  with  work  experi¬ 
ence  of  three  months  or  less. 

Subminimum  rates.  The  unions  rec¬ 
ommended  that  no  tolerance  be  provided 
for  inexperienced  workers.  There  is  no 
mention  of  tolerance  for  beginners  or 
apprentices  in  either  the  Lamp  Industry 
Panel’s  Summary  of  Indicated  Nation¬ 
wide  Determinations  on  the  basis  of  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  survey  (In¬ 
dustry  Exhibit  No.  38-A)  or  in  the  indi¬ 
cated  area  determinations  (Industry 
Elxhibit  No.  45).  In  general,  however, 
these ,  proposals  were  based  on  estab¬ 
lished  hiring  rates  which  would  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  beginners. 

Separate  wage  data  were  collected  by 
the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  for  be¬ 
ginners  (those  in  the  lowest  labor  grade 
with  work  experience  of  three  months  or 
less),  and  those  data  justify  a  separate 
determination  for  such  workers. 

Thirty-one  (52  percent)  of  the  60 
establishments  having  established  hir¬ 
ing  rates  reported  lowest  established 
rates  of  $1.20  an  hour  or  more  (BLS 
Table  4).  More  than  three-fourths  (78 
percent)  of  the  total  covered  workers  in 
the  60  establishments  were  employed  in 
the  31  establishments  with  rates  of  $1.20 
or  more.  Only  a  minority  of  the  60 
plants  had  established  hiring  rates  above 
$1.20  an  hour.  Consideration  has  also 
been  given  to  BLS  Table  3-A  which  shows 
the  lowest  rate  actually  paid  to  covered 
workers  in  the  lowest  labor  grade  with 
work  experience  of  three  months  or  less. 
Sixty-six  percent  of  the  covered  workers 
in  the  34  establishments  employing  such 
workers  at  the  time  of  the  wage  survey 
were  employed  in  those  plants  paying 
more  them  $1.20  an  hour  to  all  covered 
workers. 

lUE-CIO  Exhibit  No.  1  shows  lowest 
entrance  rates  of  $1.20  an  hour  or  more 
for  all  14  establishments.  “Hiring-in” 
rates  of  $1.20  an  hour  or  more  also  were 


reported  for  the  9  lamp  plants  having 
contracts  with  an  independent  union. 

Guided  by  the  above  information,  I 
conclude  that  an  hourly  wage  rate  of 
$1.20  an  hour  shall  be  permitted  for 
beginners  with  480  hours  or  less  experi¬ 
ence. 

The  record  indicates  that  apprentices 
are  not  widely  employed  in  the  industry. 
However,  since  it  has  consistently  been 
the  policy  of  the  Department  to  encour¬ 
age  the  training  of  w'orkers  in  the  skilled 
trades,  it  appears  appropriate  to  permit 
emplo3unent  of  bona  fide-apprentices  at 
rates  lower  than  $1.26  provided  their 
employment  is  in  accordance  with  stand¬ 
ards  approved  by  the  Bureau  of  Appren¬ 
ticeship,  United  States  Department  of 
Labor. 

The  general  regulations  presently  per¬ 
mit  employment  of  handicapped  work¬ 
ers  at  subminimum  rates  on  contract 
work  under  the  act.  This  authorization 
was  not  an  issue  in  the  proceedings.  For 
purposes  of  clarity,  however,  it  appears 
advisable  to  include  in  the  determination 
a  specific  authorization  for  such  employ¬ 
ment. 

Proposed  determination.  Accordingly, 
upon  the  findings  and  conclusions  stated 
herein,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  amend  'Title  41  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Part  202,  by  the 
addition  of  §  202.53  (41  CFR  Part  202) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  202.53  Electric  lamp  industry — (a) 
Definition.  The  electric  lamp  industry 
is  defined  as  that  industry  which  manu¬ 
factures  electric  bulbs,  tubes  and  re¬ 
lated  light  sources,  including  but  not 
limited  to  such  products  as  incandescent 
filament  lamps,  sealed  beam  headlights 
composed  of  a  filament  in  a  glass  shell, 
vapor  and  fluorescent  lamps,  photofiash 
and  photofiood  lamps,  and  the  follow¬ 
ing  electric  lamp  components:  Lead-in- 
wires,  support  wires,  filament,  welds, 
hooks,  and  metal  bases:  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  this  definition  shall  not  in¬ 
clude  electro-therapeutic  lamp  units, 
electronic  tubes.  X-ray  tubes,  sealed 
beam  headlights  composed  of  an  electric 
lamp  enclosed  in  a  shell  of  glass  or  of 
glass  and  metal,  carbon  arc  lamps,  cus¬ 
tom  made  luminous  tube  signs,  electric 
lighting  fixtures,  plastic  lamp  bases, 
chemicals,  gases,  glass  blanks,  glass  tub¬ 
ing,  glass  rod,  and  dumet,  molybdenum 
and  tungsten  wire.  For  the  purpose  of 
this  definition  an  electric  lamp  is  de¬ 
fined  as  any  device  the  primary  purpose 
of  which  is  to  convert  electric  energy 
into  radiation  within  the  visible  spec¬ 
trum  and/or  into  ultra-violet  radiations 
of  wavelengths  of  not  less  than  500 
Angstrom  units,  and/or  infra-red  radia¬ 
tion  not  longer  than  100,000  Angstrom 
imits. 

(b)  Minimum  wages.  The  minimum 
wage  for  persons  employed  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  or  furnishing  of  products  of  the 
electric  lamp  industry  under  contracts 
subject  .to  the  Walsh-Healey  Public  Con¬ 
tracts  Act  shall  be  not  less  than  $1.26 
an  hour  arrived  at  either  on  a  time  or 
incentive  basis. 

(c)  Subminimum  wages  authorized. 
(1)  Beginners  may  be  employed  at  wages 
not  less  than  $1.20  an  hour  for  a  period 
not  to  exceed  480  hours.  A  beginner  for 
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the  purposQ.  of  this  determination  is  a 
worker  who  has  had  no  more  than  480 
hours  of  experience  in  the  plant. 

(2)  (i)  Handicapped  workers  may  be 
employed  in  the  industry  at  wages  be¬ 
low  the  applicable  minimum  wage  speci¬ 
fied  by  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act 
of  1938  upon  the  same  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  as  are  prescribed  for  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  handicapped  workers  by 
the  regulations  of  the  Administrator  of 
the  Wage  and  Hour  Division  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  (29  CFR  Parts  524 
and  525)  under  section  14  of  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Act. 

(ii)  The  Administrator  of  the  Public 
Contracts  Division  is  authorized  to  issue 
certificates  imder  the  Public  Contracts 
Act  for  the  employment  of  handicapped 
workers  not  subject  to  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  or  subject  to  different 
minimum  rates  of  pay  under  the  two 
acts,  at  appropriate  rates  of  compensa¬ 
tion  and  in  accordance  with  the  stand¬ 
ards  and  procedures  prescribed  by  the 


applicable  regulations  issued  under  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act. 

(3)  (i)  Apprentices  may  be  employed 
at  wage  rates  below  the  statutory  min¬ 
imum  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act 
upon  the  same  terms  and  conditions  as 
are  prescribed  for  the  employment  of 
apprentices  by  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  and 
Public  Contracts  Divisions  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Labor  (29  CFR 
Part  521),  under  section  14  of  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Act. 

(3)  (ii)  Apprentices  may  be  employed 
at  wage  rates  equal  to  or  in  excess  of  the 
statutory  minimum  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  but  less  than  $1.26  an 
hour,  provided  the  apprentice  is  em¬ 
ployed  under  a  written  apprenticeship 
.  agreement  or  program  which  is  recorded 
as  meeting  the  standards  of  a  State  Ap¬ 
prenticeship  Agency  recognized  by  the 
Bureau  of  Apprenticeship,  United  States 
Department  of  Labor;  or  the  standards 
of  the  Bureau  of  Apprenticeship,  United 


States  Department  of  Labor,  or  which 
substantially  conforms  to  such 
standards. 

(d)  Effect  on  other  obligations. 
Nothing  in  this  section  shall  affect  any 
obligations  for  the  payment  of  minimum 
wages  that  an  employer  may  have  under 
any  law  or  agreement  more  favorable 
to  employees  than  the  requirements  of 
this  section. 

Within  thirty  days  from  the  date  of 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  interested  parties  may 
submit  written  exceptions  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  actions  above  described.  Excep¬ 
tions  should  be  addressed  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  2nd 
day  of  April  1956. 

James  P.  Mitchell, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2581;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:51  a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Oregon 

REDELEGATION  OP  AUTHORITY  TO  SPECIFIED 
CLASSES  OF  EMPLOYEES 

March  30, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by 
Order  No.  541  of  the  Director  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management,  as  amended, 
the  following  redelegations  of  authority 
are  made  in  accordance  with  section  2.1 
(a)  (1)  to  become  effective  immediately 
upon  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  The  authority  delegated  may  not 
be  redelegated. 

PART  I :  SPECIAL  LAND  USE  PERMITS 

Section  1.  District  Range  Managers 
may  issue  special  land  use  permits  for 
lands  outside  established  grazing  dis¬ 
tricts  but  within  their  respective  areas 
of  responsibility. 

PART  II :  government  CONTESTS 

Section  1.  The  State  Lands  and  Min¬ 
erals  Officer  may  initiate  Government 
contests  against  claims  asserted  to  pub¬ 
lic  lands  and  take  all  necessary  actions 
involving  the  prosecution  of  such  contests 
except  the  presentation  of  Government’s 
case  at  the  hearings. 

PART  HI.  CLASSIFICATION  AND  WITHDRAWALS 

Section  1.  The  Lands  and  Minerals 
Staff  Officer  may  take  all  actions  author¬ 
ized  by  section  2.5  of  Order  No.  541  of  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment. 

PARTIV:  MINERALS 

Section  1.  The  State  Lands  and  Min¬ 
erals  Officer  may  take  all  actions  author¬ 
ized  by  section  2.6  (k)  of  Order  No.  541. 
which  may  be  necessary  to  conduct  a 
comprehensive  mineral  examination  of 
mineral  applications  and  unpatented 


mining  claims  and  sign  mineral  reports 
ordinarily  signed  by  the  State  Super¬ 
visor. 

Virgil  T.  Heath, 
State  Supervisor. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2570;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Hells  Canyon  Project,  Idaho-Oregon 

ORDER  of  revocation 

September  12, 1952. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  by 
Departmental  Order  No.  2515  of  April  7, 
1949  (14  F.  R.  1937) ,  I  hereby  revoke  De¬ 
partmental  Order  of  April  12,  1951,  inso¬ 
far  as  said  order  affects  the  following 
described  land:  Provided,  however,  Tha,t 
such  revocation  shall  not  affect  the  with¬ 
drawal  of  any  other  lands  by  said  order 
or  affect  any  other  orders  withdrawing 
or  reserving  the  land  hereinafter 
described: 

Willamette  Meridian,  Oregon 


T.  12  S.,  R.  45  E.,  W.  M„ 

Sec.  14:  *  Acres 

E^/2NE^^NW^^  _ 20.00 

N'/2NWV4NE14 _ 20.00 

N‘/2SW»4NWV4NE>4 _  5.00  ' 

SWy4SW^^NW^^NE^^  _  2.50 

NW  SE  SW  %  NW  NE«^ _  .625 

NViNWV4SEi4NW»4NE»4 _  1.25 

Ny2SW^^NW‘^SE^^NWy4NEl^  .  3125 


The  above  area  aggregates  approxi¬ 
mately  49.6875  acres,  more  or  less. 

G.  W.  Lineweaver, 
Assistant  Commissioner. 

[61564] 

April  2, 1956. 

I  concur.  The  records  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  be  noted 
accordingly. 


The  lands  are  included  in  Power  Site 
Classification  No.  421  of  November  30. 
1951. 

Depue  Falck, 

Acting  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2572;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


San  Carlos  Project,  New  Mexico 
order  of  revocation 

January  27,  1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
by  Departmental  Order  No.  2765  of  July 
30,  1954,  I  hereby  revoke  Departmental 
Orders  of  January  18,  1906,  March  15, 
1920,  May  25,  1920,  and  December  15, 
1941,  insofar  as  said  Orders  affect  the 
following  described  lands:  Provided, 
however.  That  such  revocation  shall  not 
affect  the  withdrawal  of  any  other  lands 
by  said  orders  or  affect  any  other  orders 
withdrawing  or  reserving  the  land  here¬ 
inafter  described. 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  10  S.,  R.  20  W., 

Sec.  4,  all; 

Sec.  6,  SEV4; 

Sec.  T.Eya; 

Secs.  8,  9,  and  17,  all; 

Sec.  18.  lots  2.  3,  and  4,  E'/z,  SEy4NWi4. 
E'/iSWiA; 

Secs.  19  and  20^M1: 

Sec.2i.sy2; 

Sec.  27,  SW»4; 

Secs.  28,  29,  30,  32,  33,  and  34,  all. 

T.  11  S.,  R.  20  W., 

Sec.'i.  2,  3,  and  4,  all; 

Sec.  5,  lots  1  to  20  incl.,  SEV4: 

Sec.  8,  EVi; 

Sec.  9.  all; 

Sec.  10,  N 1/2; 

Sec.  16,  all; ' 

Sec.  21,  NE»^; 

Sec.22.WV4; 
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Sec.  26,  SWV4; 
Sec.  27.  all. 


The  above  area  aggregates  16,517.91 
acres. 


E.  G.  Nielseh, 
Acting  Commissioner. 


[927833] 

April  2. 1956. 


I  concur.  The  records  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  be  noted  accord¬ 
ingly. 

All  of  the  lands  released  from  with¬ 
drawal  by  this  order  are  within  the  Gila 
National  Forest.  Subject  to  any  valid 
existing  rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawals,  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law,  the  lands  are  hereby 
opened  to  such  applications,  selections, 
and  locations  as  are  permitted  on  na¬ 
tional  forest  lands,  effective  at  10:00 
a.  m.  on  May  8,  1956. 

Inquiries  concerning  applications  and 
offers  under  the  mineral-leasing  laws  and 
locations  under  the  mining  laws  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  OflBce, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Santa  Fe. 
New  Mexico.  Other  inquiries  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  Regional  Forester, 
Tower  Building,  510  Second  St.,  N.  W., 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico. 


Depue  Falck, 

'  Acting  Director, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management. 


[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2573;  Filed,  Apr.  5.  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  7887  et  al.] 

City  of  Portsmouth  Service 
Investigation 

NOTICE  of  postponement  OF  PREHEARING 
CONFERENCE 

In  the  matter  of  an  investigation  to 
determine:  (a)  Whether  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  requires  author¬ 
ization  of  a  route  on  a  temporary  basis 
and  only  until  the  Board’s  decision  in 
The  Great  Lakes  Local  Service  Area 
Case,  of  local  service  air  transportation 
over  a  route  between  the  terminal  point 
Cincinnati.  Ohio,  the  intermediate  point 
Portsmouth,  Ohio  and  the  terminal  point 
Columbus,  Ohio,  without  the  right  to 
overfly  Portsmouth;  (b)  and,  if  so,  what 
carrier  (if  any)  should  operate  the  route. 
See  Order  No.*E-10141. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
investigation  now  assigned  for  April  11 
is  postponed  to  April  16.  1956,  2:30  p.  m., 
e.  s.  t.,  Room  E-210,  Temporary  Building 
No.  5,  Seventeenth  Street  and  Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  John  A.  Cannon. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  April  3, 
1956. 

[SEAL]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2595;  Filed,  Apr.  6,  1956; 

8:54  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce 

Israel  David 

ORDER  DENYING  RESPONDENT’S  APPLICATION 
TO  VACATE  DEFAULT  AND/OR  TO  REOPEN 
HEARING 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Israel  David,  511  State  Street,  Long 
Beach.  New  York,  respondent;  Case  No. 
144;  for  a  reopening  or  rehearing  of  a 
compliance  proceeding. 

The  respondent  Israel  David,  having 
applied  for  an  order  vacating  the  “Order 
Revoking  and  Denying  License  Privi¬ 
leges’’  insofar  as  the  same  was  directed 
against  him.  (18  F.  R.  1406) ;  and  said 
application  having  been  referred  to  the 
Compliance  Commissioner,  who  has 
held  a  hearing  thereon  and  duly  filed  his 
report  and  recommendation  that  the 
application  be  denied,  it  is  now,  after 
reading  the  entire  record  and  considering 
the  report  and  recommendation  of  the 
Compliance  Commissioner,  hereby 

Ordered,  That  the  respondent’s  ap¬ 
plication  dated  January  5,  1956,  be,  and 
the  same  hereby  is  denied  in  its  entirety, 
both  upon  the  law  and  in  the  exercise  of 
discretion. 

Dated:  April  3,  1956. 

John  C.  Borton, 

Director, 

Office  of  Export  Supply. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2566;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  11364,  11663;  PCC  56-276] 

RCA  Communications,  Inc.,  and  Western 
Union  'Telegraph  Co. 

memorandum  opinion  and  order  desig¬ 
nating  matters  for  consolidated 

hearing  on  stated  issues 

In  the  matter  of  RCA  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.,  V.  The  Western  Union  Tele¬ 
graph  Company,  complaint  with  respect 
to  Area  “C”  Pacific  Traffic  under  the 
International  Formula ;  Docket  No. 
11364. 

In  the  matter  of  RCA  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.,  request  for  appropriate  Com¬ 
mission  action  with  respect  to  alleged 
illegal  practices  of  The  Western  Union 
Telegraph  Company  in  handling  traffic 
destined  to  various  Far  Eastern  points; 
Docket  No.  11663. 

Preliminary  statement.  1.  'This  mat¬ 
ter  is  before  us  as  a  result  of  a  petition 
filed  by  RCA  Communications,  Inc. 
(RCAC) ,  on  June  24,  1955,  asking  us  to 
reconsider  our  Memorandum  Opinion 
and  Order  (Opinion)^  of  May  25,  1955 
(released  May  26,  1955),  in  which  we 
denied  a  request  by  RCAC  that  we  insti¬ 
tute  compliance  proceedings  against  The 
Western  Union  Telegraph  Company 

>In  the  matter  of  RCA  Communications, 
Inc.,  Request  for  appropriate  Commission 
action  with  respect  to  alleged  Illegal  prac¬ 
tices  of  The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Com¬ 
pany  in  handling  traffic  destined  to  various 
Far  Eastern  points.  Mimeo.  No.  FCC  55-611. 


(Western  Union)  for  alleged  violations 
of  our  decision  in  Commercial  Pacific 
Cable  Co.,  et  al..  Docket  No.  9292  (1953) 
and  the  affirming  decision  of  the  Second 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  in  The  Western 
Union  Telegraph  Co.  v.  United  States, 
217  F.  2d  579  (2d  Cir.  1954) .  In  addition 
to  the  request  for  reconsideration,  RCAC, 
in  the  petition,  asks  for  further  relief* 
not  contained  in  its  original  request. 

Background.  2.  Under  date  of  April 
7,  1955,  RCAC,  by  letter,  wrote  to  the 
Commission,  alleging  that  Western 
Union  was  handling  traffic  to  points  in 
the  Far  East  *  listed  in  the  International 
Formula  (Formula)  *  as  Area  C  (Pacific)  ® 
points,  and  that  such  practice  was  in 
violation  of  the  decisions  above  men¬ 
tioned.  In  its  letter  RCAC  requested 
that  we  ask  Western  Union  to  state  its 
intentions  with  respect  to  the  distribu¬ 
tion  of  this  traffic,  and  that,  if  it  did  not 
forthwith  distribute  it  to  the  interna¬ 
tional  carriers  entitled  under  the  Form¬ 
ula  to  traffic  destined  to  Area  C  (of  which 
Western  Union  allegedly  is  not  one) ,  we 
institute  compliance  proceedings. 

3.  At  the  same  time  that  RCAC  sent 
this  letter  to  the  Commission,  RCAC  filed 
a  formal  complaint  (Docket  No.  11364) 
wherein  it  incorporated  said  letter,  and 
sought  reparations  for  the  deprivation 
of  this  traffic  through  the  alleged  illegal 
actions  of  Western  Union.  We  have  not 
as  yet  made  any  disposition  of  the  com¬ 
plaint  but  propose  to  act  thereon 
herein. 

4.  On  April  20,  1955,  Western  Union 
wrote  to  the  Commission  in  answer  to 
the  RCAC  letter.  In  this  answer  West¬ 
ern  Union  contended  that  RCAC’s  posi¬ 
tion  was  based  on  a  misunderstanding  of 
the  scope  and  effect  of  the  above  two 
decisions,  and  requested  a  denial  of  the 
RCAC  request.  On  May  18,  1955,  West¬ 
ern  Union  filed  an  answer  to  the  RCAC 
complaint  in  Docket  No.  11364,  wherein 
it  incorporated  its  April  20  letter,  and, 
after  denying  the  material  allegations  of 
the  complaint,  requested  dismissal  there¬ 
of. 

5.  RCAC,  by  letter  of  April  27,  replied 
to  the  Western  Union  letter,  and  sup¬ 
ported  its  original  position.  On  May  25, 
it  filed  a  reply  to  the  Western  Union 
answer  to  the  formal  complaint  in 
Docket  No.  11364,  wherein  it  incor¬ 
porated  its  letter  of  April  27. 


‘The  details  with  respect  to  the  further 
relief  are  set  forth  below  in  paragraphs  7 
and  8  hereof. 

*  Japan,  Korea,  Hong  Kong,  Okinawa,  In¬ 
donesia,  Vietnam,  Thailand,  Australia,  New 
Zealand,  and  other  points  in  Axistralasia  are 
mentioned. 

♦The  Commission,  as  required  by  section 
222  (e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  prescribed  a  “Formula,  Pursuant 
to  section  222  (e)  (1)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  for  the  Distribution  of  Outbound 
International  Traffic  Handled  by  The  West¬ 
ern  Union  Telegraph  Company  following 
Merger  with  Postal  Telegraph,  Inc.” 
See  Application  for  Merger  Western  Union 
and  Postal  Telegraph,  Separate  Report  of 
the  Commission  on  Formulas,  10  F.  C.  C. 
184  (1943). 

‘Area  C  is  defined  in  the  Formula  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Pacific,  Sub-areas:  Hawaii;  Midway 
and  Guam;  Australasia;  Remainder  of  the 
Far  East. 
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6.  In  our  Opinion  of  May  25.  1955, 
which  was  issued  in  response  to  the 
RCAC  letters,  we  considered  the  situa¬ 
tion  described  in  the  RCAC  letters  and 
concluded  that  it  was  clehrly  distin¬ 
guishable  from  that  adjudicated  in 
Docket  No.  9292.  We,  therefore,  denied 
the  request  of  RCAC  that  we  institute 
compliance  proceedings  against  Western 
Union. 

The  instant  pleadings.  7.  The  RCAC 
petition:  In  support  of  its  petition  of 
June  24,  RCAC  alleged  that  there  are 
two  fundamental  errors  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Opinion,  namely: 

(a)  That  there  was  a  violation  of  due 
process  in  that  the  Opinion  is  based  on 
matters  outside  “the  official  record,” 
which  according  to  RCAC  consists  of 
only  the  RCAC  letter  of  April  7,  the 
Western  Union  letter  of  April  20,  and 
the  RCAC  letter  of  April  27 ;  and 

(b)  That  the  Opinion  errs  in  using  an 
“overlap”  theory  under  which  traffic  to 
the  points  in  question  is  classified  as 
being  Area  A  *  or  Area  C  traffic  under  the 
Formula  in  accordance  with  the  route 
used  to  destination  (that  is,  whether  it 
is  transmitted  across  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
or  the  Pacific  Ocean,  respectively), 
rather  than  only  by  the  geographic  lo¬ 
cation  of  the  point  of  destination.^ 

8.  On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  RCAC 
requested  that  the  Commission: 

(a)  Reconsider  and  set  aside  the 
Opinion; 

(b)  Order  Western  Union: 

(i)  To  cease  and  desist  from  claim¬ 
ing  traffic  to  the  points  in  question  for 
its  cable  system; 

(ii)  To  distribute  such  traffic  as  Area 
C  traffic  under  the  Formula  to  the  Inter¬ 
national  carriers  listed  therein  as  “inter¬ 
ested”  in  Area  C;  and 

(c)  Grant  RCAC  the  relief  requested 
in  its  complaint  in  Docket  No.  11364, 
and  such  other  relief  as  the  Commission 
deems  appropriate. 

9.  The  Western  Union  opposition;  In 
its  opposition,  filed  July  1,  1955,  Western 
Union  argued  (a)  that  there  was  no  error 
in  considering  facts  “outside  the  record,” 
in  that  all  the  Commission  did  was  to  re¬ 
fuse  the  RCAC  request  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  institute  compliance  proceedings 
against  Western  Union  to  make  it  com¬ 
ply  with  the  RCAC  interpretation  of  the 
Commission  decision  in  Docket  No.  9292, 
and  in  so  refusing,  clarified  the  scope  and 
extent  of  that  decision,  and  interpreted 
the  Formula  it  prescribed,  and  is  not  lim¬ 
ited  in  such  clarification  and  interpre¬ 
tation;  (b)  that  such  other  rights  as 
RCAC  may  have  in  the  premises  remain 
undisturbed;  and  (c)  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  correct  in  the  substantive  portions 
of  its  Opinion. 


*  Area  A  is  defined  in  the  Formula  as 
“Area  ‘A’ — ^Atlantic,  Sub-areas:  United  King¬ 
dom  and  Eire;  Continentai  Europe;  Beyond 
the  Continent,  including  Greenland  and 
Iceland  (but  excluding  Liberia);  Liberia; 
Saint  Pierre-Mlquelon.” 

^  In  this  connection,  it  is  also  alleged  that 
in  arriving  at  the  “overlap”  theory  the  Com¬ 
mission  made  several  material  factual  errors 
and  omitted  data  essential  to  the  Opinion. 
These  allegations  will  be  considered  more 
fully  below,  see  paragraph  19,  infra. 


10.  The  RCAC  reply:  In  its  reply,  filed 
on  July  11.  1955.  RCAC  reiterated  its 
contentions  with  respect  to  the  violation 
of  due  process  and  the  incorrectness  of 
the  Commission’s  theory  in  the  Opinion. 

Discussion.  11.  Due  process:  In  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  Commission  has  followed  an 
“unfair  and  arbitrary  procedure”  in  ar¬ 
riving  at  its  Opinion,  and  that  the  Opin¬ 
ion  violates  “the  first  principle  of  due 
process,”  RCAC  appears  to  assume  that 
its  letter  instituted  a  legal  proceeding 
and  that  as  a  result  of  such  proceeding 
we  issued  an  Opinion  designed  to  ad¬ 
judicate  the  respective  rights  of  it  and 
Western  Union  to  the  traffic  in  question. 
RCAC  then  argues,  evidently  on  the  basis 
of  this  assumption,  that  our  Opinion 
must  be  based  on  the  “record”  before  the 
Commission,  which,  it  alleges,  consists 
only  of  its  letter  of  April  7,  1955,  the 
Western  Union  letter  of  April  20,  1955, 
and  the  RCAC  letter  of  April  27,  1955. 
We  need  not  consider  whether  the  RCAC 
argument  would  be  accurate  if,  in  fact, 
its  letter  had  instituted  a  legal  proceed¬ 
ing  before  this  Commission.  An  exam¬ 
ination  of  what  transpired  shows  clearly 
that  the  aforementioned  correspondence 
from  RCAC  and  Western  Union  did  not 
institute  any  such  proceeding  before  us. 
Instead,  the  only  matter  before  us  was 
an  informal  request,  submitted  by  letter, 
that  we  exercise  our  discretion  to  insti¬ 
tute  and  expedite  compliance  proceed¬ 
ings  because  of  an  alleged  violation  of  a 
previous  order  issued  by  this  Commission 
in  Docket  No,  9292. 

12,  A  legal  proceeding  of  the  type 
RCAC  appears  to  believe  it  instituted, 
is  properly  instituted  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  208  of  the  Act^  and  Section  1.575 
et  seq.  of  our  rules.  RCAC  is  well  aware 
of  this,  as  is  shown  by  its  complaint  in 
Docket  No.  11364,  described  above.  That 
complaint  was,  however,  designed  to  de¬ 
termine  only  the  extent  of  the  damages 
RCAC  suffered  as  a  result  of  the  West¬ 
ern  Union  activities  therein  described 
and  was  based  upon  the  assumption  of 
a  pre-existing  adjudication  that  such  ac¬ 
tivities  were  unlawful.  But,  in  the  mat¬ 
ter  now  before  us  for  reconsideration, 
RCAC  did  not  avail  itself  of  the  above- 
described  procedure  for  instituting  a  le¬ 
gal  proceeding.  Instead,  it  by-passed 
such  procedures  and  merely  requested 
by  informal  letter  that  we  institute  com¬ 
pliance  proceedings  on  our  own  initia¬ 
tive  and  without  holding  formal  hear¬ 
ings,*  on  the  basis  of  RCAC’s  representa¬ 
tions  that  there  was  a  violation  of  our 
decision  and  order  in  another  proceed¬ 
ing,  namely,  Docket  No.  9292. 

13.  In  its  original  letter,  RCAC  did  not 
specify  the  exact  nature  of  the  compli¬ 
ance  proceedings  it  desired  we  take,  but 


8  Section  208  governs  the  procedure  for  fil¬ 
ing  and  handling  of  complaints  regarding 
•  anything  done  or  omitted  to  be  done 
by  any  common  carrier  subject  to  this  act, 
in  contravention  of  the  provisions  there¬ 
of.  •  •  •.” 

•We  note  that  in  Its  letters  RCAC  urged 
that  we  take  action  promptly  and  asserted 
that  a  hearing  where  Western  Union  would 
have  had  an  opportunity  to  Justify  its  ac¬ 
tions,  was  “neither  necessary  nor  desirable” 
but  instead  that  such  a  hearing  was  “con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest.” 


made  it  clear  that  it  felt  that  such  pro¬ 
ceedings  should  be  instituted  without  the 
necessity  of  a  hearing  and  that  “ample 
reason  and  authority”  existed  for  us  to 
so  do,  particularly  in  view  of  the  state¬ 
ment  in  section  1  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934  (act)  that  we  “shall  execute 
and  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  act.” 
However,  in  its  letter  of  April  27,  1955, 
RCAC  made  specific  reference  to  section 
401  of  the  act,  which  provides  for  com¬ 
pliance  proceedings.  In  view  of  the  fore¬ 
going,  it  appeared  to  us  that  RCAC  was 
asking  that  we  institute  proceedings,  on 
our  own  initiative,  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  401  (b)  of  the  act, 
which  provides  as  follows: 

(b)  If  any  person  fails  or  neglects  to  obey 
any  order  of  the  Commission  other  than  for 
the  pa3nnent  of  money,  while  the  same  is  in 
effect,  the  Commission  or  any  party  injured 
thereby,  or  the  United  States,  by  its  At¬ 
torney  General,  may  apply  to  the  appropriate 
district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
enforcement  of  such  order.  If.  after  hearing, 
that  court  determines  that  the  order  was 
regularly  made  and  duly  served,  and  that  the 
person  is  in  disobedience  of  the  same,  the 
court  shall  enforce  obedience  to  such  order 
by  a  writ  of  Injunction  or  other  proper  proc¬ 
ess,  mandatory  or  otherwise,  to  restrain  such 
person  or  the  officers,  agents,  or  representa¬ 
tives  of  such  person,  from  further  disobedi¬ 
ence  of  such  order,  or  to  enjoin  upon  it  or 
tliem  obedience  to  the  same. 

14.  It  appeared  to  us  that  sound  ad¬ 
ministrative  policy  required  that  such  an 
exercise  of  our  discretion — namely,  af¬ 
firmative  action  on  a  request  that  we 
invoke  judicial  process — must  be  pre¬ 
ceded  by  a  careful  examination  of  all 
relevant  factors.  Accordingly,  we  felt 
it  necessary  to  determine  for  ourselves 
whether  the  handling  of  the  traffic  in 
question  herein  was  in  contravention 
of  our  decision  and  order  in  Docket  No. 
9292,  either  expressly  or  by  necessary 
implication. 

15.  In  making  such  a  determination, 
we  are  not  aware  of  any  principle  of  law 
or  equity  which  required  us  to  limit  our 
examination  of  the  relevant  factors 
solely  to  the  matters  set  forth  in  the 
letters  from  RCAC  and  Western  Union, 
but  rather  are  of  the  opinion  that  such 
exercise  of  our  initiative  is  a  matter  to 
be  determined  by  such  reasonable  means 
as  we  feel  to  be  appropriate  under  the 
circumstances Nor  do  we  feel  that  our 
determination  as  to  whether  or  not  we 
wish  to  invoke  judicial  process  under 
section  401  (b)  is  the  type  of  determina¬ 
tion  to  which  RCAC  can  legally  take 
exception,  particularly  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  under  such  section  RCAC  could 


“We  wish  to  point  out  that  at  least  one 
authority  has  stated  that  a  “regulatory 
agency  has  an  affirmative  duty  to  carry  out 
a  program,  to  protect  a  public  interest  which 
frequently  is  otherwise  unrepresented.  When 
parties  fail  to  produce  needed  facts,  the 
regulatory  agency  typically  must  take  the 
initiative  in  aggressively  making  its  own 
factual  investigation.”  Davis,  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  476  ( 1951 ) .  This  statement  is  made 
in  the  context  of  a  discussion  relating  to 
adversary  proceedings  in  formal  hearings 
before  an  administrative  agency.  It  is,  there¬ 
fore,  more  strongly  applicable  to  a  situation 
of  the  type  now  before  us,  which  Involves 
only  a  request  addressed  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Commission. 
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itself  have  instituted,  and  probably  still 
can  institute,  compliance  proceedings  as 
a  purportedly  injured  party, 

16.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  would 
appear  that  the  Commission  not  only 
had  a  right,  but  also  an  obligation,  to 
examine  any  relevant  information  in  its 
possession  to  determine  whether,  on  the 
basis  of  such  information,  the  situation 
described  by  RCAC  could  properly  come 
within  the  context  of  our  decision  and 
order  in  Docket  No.  9292.  In  making  our 
determination,  we  studied  such  data  as 
was  available  in  our  files  and  also  re¬ 
viewed  the  purpose  and  intent  of  our' 
decision  in  Docket  No.  9292. 

17.  We  could  have  disposed  of  thfe 
RCAC  request  by  a  simple  letter  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  RCAC  letters.  However, 
in  view  of  the  importance  attached  to 
the  matter  by  RCAC,  as  evidenced  by  the 
claim  for  damages  in  the  sum  of  three 
and  one-half  million  dollars  set  forth  in 
its  complaint  in  Docket  No.  11364,  we 
felt  that  we  should  apprize  the  parties 
fully  of  our  reasons  for  denying  the 
RCAC  request.  Accordingly,  we  issued 
our  Opinion  of  May  25, 1955.  We  should 
like  to  emphasize  that  in  such  Opinion 
we  acted  only  upon  the  request  before 
us,  namely,  that  we  institute  compliance 
proceedings  against  Western  Union.  We 
did  not  purport  to  preclude  RCAC  from 
instituting  any  formal  proceedings  de¬ 
signed  to  establish  relevant  factual  data 
nor  from  seeking  substantive  relief  on 
the  basis  thereof. 

18.  In  view  of  all  of  the  foregoing 
we  must  specifically  reject  the  RCAC  al¬ 
legation  that  our  procediure  herein  was 
either  “unfair  and  arbitrary”  or  that  it 
violated  any  “principle  of  due  process.” 
Since  there  was  no  proceeding  before 
the  Commission,  there  can  be  no  ques¬ 
tion  of  due  process  or  the  violation 
thereof. 

19.  Reconsideration:  As  noted  above, 
RCAC  also  alleged  that  our  Opinion  sets 
forth  an  incorrect  interpretation  of  the 
Formula  in  that  it  is  based  on  a  so-called 
“overlap”  theory"  and  that  such  inter¬ 
pretation  is  based  on  material  factual 
errors.  These  allegations  are  amplified 
and  set  forth  in  detail  in  an  affidavit 
(attached  to  and  made  part  of  the  peti¬ 
tion)  by  Lon  A.  Cearley,  Vice  President 
and  Controller  of  the  petitioner.  Mr. 
Cearley  states  that  our  Opinion  is  erro¬ 
neous  “in  that  it  contains,  among  other 
errors,  misstatements  of  fact,  draws  er¬ 
roneous  inferences,  omits  data  essential 
to  the  scope  of  the  Opinion,  and  fails  to 
specify  to  which  Par  Eastern  points  the 
cable  system  of  Western  Union  is  en¬ 
titled  to  traffic.”  On  the  basis  of  the 
foregoing,  RCAC  asked,  among  other 
things,  that  we  reconsider  and  set  aside 
our  Opinion  of  May  25,  1955. 

20.  We  cannot  find  that  any  of  the 
foregoing  allegations,  even  if  we  were  to 
accept  them  as  accurate,  provide  a  basis 
for  reconsideration  of  our  Opinion  and 
the  institution  of  a  compliance  proceed- 

**  As  has  been  set  forth  above,  tinder  what 
RCAC  calls  the  “overlap”  theory  the  "area” 
In  which  a  point  is  located  depends  upon  the 
route  used  by  a  carrier  to  serve  such  point, 
rather  than  the  actual  geographic  location 
of  the  point.  RCAC  contends  that  only  the 
latter  criteria  is  proper. 


Ing  under  section  401  of  the  Act.  Section 
401  may  be  invoked  only  if  there  is  fail¬ 
ure  or  neglect  to  obey  an  order  of  this 
Commission.  There  is  no  showing  that 
Western  Union  has  failed  to  obey  any 
outstanding  order  of  the  Commission 
with  respect  to  the  traffic  in  question. 
Docket  No.  9292,  to  which  RCAC  referred 
in  its  original  letter  and  in  its  petition  for 
reconsideration,  was,  as  is  set  forth  more 
fully  in  our  Opinion  of  May  25,  1955, 
herein,  a  complaint  proceeding  which  in¬ 
volved  certain  contracts  between  Western 
Union,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Globe  and 
Tropical,  on  the  other  hand.  At  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  proceedings  in  that  matter 
we  issued  an  order  requiring  Western 
Union  to  cease  and  desist  from  exchang¬ 
ing  traffic  with  Globe  and  Tropical  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  aforementioned  contracts 
between  Western  Union  and  such  com¬ 
panies.  So  far  as  we  are  informed.  West¬ 
ern  Union  has  in  fact  obeyed  this  order 
and  is  no  longer  exchanging  traffic  with 
Globe  and  Tropical  pursuant  to  the  con¬ 
tracts  at  issue  in  Docket  No.  9292.  We 
have  also  determined  in  our  Opinion  of 
May  25,  1955,  that  we  did  not  purport  to 
include  in  our  decision  in  Docket  No. 
9292  any  general  interpretation  of  the 
meaning,  scope,  or  applicability  of  the 
Formula,  except  insofar  as  it  was  neces¬ 
sary  to  interpret  and  apply  such  Formula 
to  the  contracts  at  issue  in  that  proceed¬ 
ing.  Accordingly,  even  if  we  were  to  ac¬ 
cept  all  of  the  allegations  set  forth  in 
RCAC’s  petition  for  reconsideration  and 
its  reply  to  Western  Union’s  opposition  to 
such  position  as  accurate,  there  would  be 
no  basis  for  the  institution  of  compliance 
proceedings  by  this  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  401  of  the  act. 
We  must,  therefore,  deny  the  petition  of 
RCAC  insofar  as  it  asks  that  we  recon¬ 
sider  and  vacate  our  Order  of  May  25, 
1955. 

21.  Further  relief:  However,  as  set 
forth  above,  the  petition  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  also  contains  requests  for  additional 
relief,  which  are  in  the  nature  of  a  new 
complaint  against  Western  Union.  In 
support  of  such  additional  relief  RCAC 
raises  substantive  issues  which  we  feel 
should  be  resolved.  We  shall,  therefore, 
deny  the  petition  for  reconsideration 
without  prejudice  to  RCAC  insofar  as 
its  right  to  raise  such  substantive  mat¬ 
ters  as  are  set  forth  in  its  petition  for 
reconsideration  and  subsequent  reply  to 
the  Western  Union  opposition  in  further 
proceedings  before  us  is  concerned. 

22.  The  RCAC  complaints:  We  do  not 
feel  that  a  petition  for  reconsideration 
is  a  proper  vehicle  to  request  entirely 
new  and  different  relief  or  to  present 
substantive  allegations  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  the  first  time.  Under  ordinary 
circumstances  we  would  have  terminated 
this  matter  with  the  denial  of  the  RCAC 
petition  without  prejudice  to  its  right  to 
file  such  new  complaint  as  it  deemed 
proper.  However,  there  is  already  pend¬ 
ing  before  us  in  Docket  No.  11364  a  com¬ 
plaint  from  RCAC  alleging  that  because 
of  certain  illegal  actions  on  the  part  of 
Western  Union  insofar  as  the  handling 
of  traffic  to  points  in  Area  C  is  concerned, 
RCAC  has  suffered  substantial  monetary 
injury.  In  this  complaint  RCAC  has 
asked  that  we  issue  an  order  direcUng 


Western  Union  to  transfer  addi¬ 
tional  traffic  to  RCAC  to  compensate  it 
for  such  loss  or  otherwise  make  restitu¬ 
tion  for  such  loss,  and  that  we  grant 
such  further  relief  as  may  be  warranted 
in  the  circumstances.  Originally  this 
complaint  was  based  on  the  assumption 
that  our  decision  in  Docket  No.  9292  pre¬ 
cluded  Western  Union  from  handling  the 
traffic  in  question.  In  the  petition  for  re¬ 
consideration  RCAC  has  raised  substan¬ 
tive  issues  relating  to  the  right  of  West¬ 
ern  Union  to  handle  such  traffic.  It  also 
appears  that  Western  Union,  the  party 
directly  affected  thereby,  as  well  as  all 
carriers  interested  in  Area  C  traffic,  were 
served  with  copies  of  the  RCAC  petition 
for  reconsideration.  It  further  appears 
that  Western  Union  filed  an  opposition 
to  such  petition  wherein  it  entered  a 
general  denial  to  the  RCAC  allegations 
and  likewise  served  all  carriers  interested 
in  Area  C  traffic.  Finally,  it  appears  that 
RCAC  filed  a  reply  and  again  served  all 
carriers  interested  in  this  traffic.  In 
view  of  this  fact,  namely,  that  in  essence 
the  issue  has  been  joined,  and  in  the 
interest  of  a  prompt  disposition  of  this 
matter,  it  does  not  appear  to  us  that  the 
public  interest  requires  or  would  be 
served  by  action  on  our  part  which  would 
(a)  necessitate  the  filing  of  a  formal 
complaint  by  RCAC  wherein  it  would 
again  set  forth  the  data  contained  in 
its  petition  for  reconsideration,  and 
wherein  it  would  seek  the  additional  re¬ 
lief  therein  requested,  and  (b)  necessi¬ 
tate  a  further  answer  from  Western 
Union  wherein  it  would  reiterate  what  it 
has  already  stated  in  its  opposition  to  the 
RCAC  petition  for  reconsideration.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  we  shall  treat  this  portion  of 
the  petition  for  reconsideration  as  if  it 
were  a  properly  filed  complaint  which  has 
been  answered  by  the  defendant.  Western 
Union. 

23.  As  has  been  set  forth  above,  in  its 
petition  for  reconsideration,  RCAC  raises 
numerous  issues  of  fact  with  respect  to 
the  manner  in  which  Western  Union  has 
handled  traffic  filed  with  it  and  destined 
to  the  points  in  Area  C  at  issue  herein, 
as  well  as  with  respect  to  other  subjects 
relevant  to  a  substantive  disposition  of 
its  complaints.  It  appears  to  us  that 
these  issues,  together  with  the  questions 
of  law  raised  by  RCAC,  are  sufficiently 
serious  to  warrant  setting  this  matter 
for  hearing.  Upon  consideration  of  all 
the  facts  which  will  be  adduced  at  such 
a  hearing  and  of  the  arguments  made  by 
the  parties  on  the  basis  thereof,  we  shall 
be  in  a  position  to  dispose  of  this  mat¬ 
ter.  Since  the  damages  sought  by  RCAC 
in  its  complaint  in  Docket  No.  11364  are 
based  on  the  alleged  wrongful  actions 
set  forth  in  the  RCAC  petition  for  re¬ 
consideration,  it  appears  to  us  that  both 
matters  should  be  considered  together 
for  a  prompt  and  expeditious  disposition 
thereof.  Accordingly,  we  shall  con¬ 
solidate  the  proceeding  we  are  setting 
on  the  complaint  issues  raised  by  the 
RCAC  petition  for  reconsideration  with 
the  complaint  in  Docket  11364. 

24.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  28th 
day  of  March  that  the  petition  for  re¬ 
consideration,  Insofar  as  it  requests  that 
we  reconsider  and  set  aside  our  Memo¬ 
randum  Opinion  and  Order  of  May  25* 
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1955,  is  denied  without  prejudice  to  the 
right  of  RCA  Commimlcations,  Inc., 
(RCAC),  The  Western  Union  Telegraph 
Company  (Western  Union)  or  any  other 
party  to  the  proceedings  which  we  are 
setting  for  hearing  herein  to  adduce  such 
evidence  and  make  such  arguments  as 
may  be  relevant  to  a  decision  on  the 
issues  set  for  hearing  herein; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  sections  201,  208  and 
222  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended  (act) ,  a  public  hearing 
shall  be  held  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  order  on  the 
substantive  issues  presented  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  request  for  further  relief 
set  forth  in  the  petition  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  filed  by  RCAC  on  June  24,  1955,  the 
opposition  thereto  filed  by  Western 
Union  on  July  1,  1955,  and  the  reply 
filed  by  RCAC  on  July  11,  1955,  insofar 
as  such  further  relief  was  requested  in 
such  reply; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  Sections  20.6  through 
209  of  the  Act,  a  public  hearing  shall  be 
held  on  the  issues  presented  by  the 
pleadings  in  the  complaint  proceeding 
in  Docket  No,  11364  and  that  such  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  consolidated  with  the  hear¬ 
ing  ordered  herein  in  Docket  No.  11663; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  without  in 
any  way  limiting  the  scope  of  the  hearing 
on  the  above-referred  to  issues,  such 
hearing  shall  include  the  following  mat¬ 
ters: 

(a)  The  manner  in  which  Western 
Union  has  heretofore  and  is  now  dis¬ 
posing  of  trafiBc  to  the  points  at  issue; 

(b)  Whether  Western  Union  handled 
any  trafiBc  out  of  the  continental  United 
States  over  its  own  facilities  directly  or 
by  intermediate  relay  at  an  overseas  or 
foreign  point  to  any  point  at  issue  during 
the  base  period  for  establishing  quotas 
to  such  points,  and,  if  so,  the  volume 
thereof,  as  well  as  the  routes  used  from 
point  of  origin  to  point  of  destination; 

(c)  Whether  Western  Union  now  has 
a  route  whereby  it  handles  traflBc  to  any 
point  at  issue,  and  if  so,  the  route  used 
to  handle  any  such  traffic  from  point  of 
origin  to  point  of  destination  and  when 
such  route  was  established; 

(d)  Whether  Western  Union  was  at 
any  time,  or  is  now,  assigned  a  quota  to 
any  point  at  issue,  and  if  so,  whether 
such  quota  was,  or  is,  properly  assigned, 
and  if  not,  whether  such  quota  was,  or  is, 
properly  denied; 

(e)  The  terms  of  any  contract  be¬ 
tween  RCAC  and  Western  Union  in  ef¬ 
fect  on  September  27,  1943,  relating  to 
the  interchange  of  traffic  destined  to  any 
of  the  points  at  issue; 

(f)  Whether  any  such  contract  or  any 
modification  thereof  is  still  in  effect  and, 
if  so,  the  present  terms  thereof; 

(g)  The  effect  of  any  such  contract,  if 
still  in  effect,  upon  the  manner  in  which* 
Western  Union  must  dispose  of  traffic 
routed  via  its  facilities  and  destined  to 
any  of  the  points  at  issue; 

(h)  The  position  taken  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee,  or  members  thereof,  established 
pursuant  to  section  XI  of  the  Formula 
to  administer  the  Formula,  with  respect 
to  the  right  of  Western  Union  to  handle 
traffic  to  the  points  at  issue  herein; 


(i)  What  criteria  shall  be  used  to  de¬ 
termine,  with  respect  to  any  particular 
carrier,  the  area  or  subarea  in  which  a 
country  is  located; 

(j)  Whether  any  point  may  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  in  more  than  one  area,  and 
if  so,  the  basis  for  such  determination; 

(k)  Whether  Western  Union  may 
lawfully  handle  traffic  to  any  of  the 
points  at  issue,  and  if  so,  under  what 
conditions. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  a  copy  of 
this  order  shall  be  served  on  the  parties 
complainant  and  defendant  herein,  upon 
each  international  telegraph  carrier  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commis¬ 
sion  and  upon  each  telegraph  carrier 
entitled  to  share  in  international  fixed 
point-to-point  telegraph  traffic  pursuant 
to  any  of  the  Formulas  approved  or  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission  in  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  Application  for  Merger  of 
Western  Union  and  Postal  Telegraph 
(Separate  Report  of  the  Commission  on 
Formulas,  etc.)  10  F.  C.  C.  184,  197-198 
(1943). 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  each  of  the 
persons  other  than  the  parties  hereto  or¬ 
dered  served  herein  may  participate  in 
the  proceedings  herein  by  filing  a  notice 
of  intention  to  participate  within  twenty 
days  after  the  date  this  order  is  released. 

Adopted:  March  28, 1956. 

Released:  March  30,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2555;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  11519;  FCC  56-2911 
Greenville  Broadcasting  Corp. 

ORDER  DESIGNATING  APPLICATION  FOR 
HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  application  of  the  Greenville 
Broadcasting  Corporation,  Greenville, 
Ohio,  Docket  No.  11519,  File  No.  BP-9522; 
for  construction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D,  C.,  on  the  28th  day  of 
March  1956; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-entitled  applica¬ 
tion  of  The  Greenville  Broadcasting 
Corporation  for  a  construction  permit 
for  a  new  standard  broadcast  station  to 
operate  on  930  kilocycles  with  a  power  of 
500  watts  with  directional  antenna,  day¬ 
time  only,  at  Greenville,  Ohio; 

It  appearing  that  the  applicant  is  le¬ 
gally,  technically,  financially  and  other¬ 
wise  qualified  to  operate  its  proposed 
station  but  that  the  proposed  operation 
may  cause  interference  to  Stations 
WEOL,  Elyria,  Ohio  (930  kc,  1  kw,  DA-2, 
U) ,  WBAA,  West  Lafayette,  Indiana  (920 
kc,  1  kw,  5  kw-LS,  DA-N,  U)  and  WPFB, 
Middleton,  Ohio  (910  kc.  100  w,  1  kw-LS, 
U) ;  and  that  the  interference  which 
would  be  received  by  the  proposed  oper¬ 
ation  from  the  aforementioned  stations 
and  from  Stations  WSAZ,  Huntington, 
West  Virginia  (930  kc,  1  kw,  5  kw-LS, 
DA-N,  U)  and  WBCK,  Battle  Creek, 
Michigan  (930  kc,  1  kw,  DA-2,  U)  would* 


result  in  a  loss  in  population  which  would 
be  excessive  under  §  3.28  (c)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  ap¬ 
plication  was  advised  by  letter  dated 
February  6,  1956,  of  the  aforementioned 
deficiencies  and  that  the  Commission 
was  imable  to  conclude  that  a  grant  of 
the  application  would  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  timely  re¬ 
plies  were  received  from  Stations  WEOL, 
WBAA  and  WPFB  each  expressing  an  in- 
tentioirof  appearing  at  a  hearing ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  in  a  letter 
dated  March  5,  1956,  the  applicant  indi¬ 
cated  an  intention  of  appearing  at  a 
hearing;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  after  consideration  of  the  above, 
is  of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  is 
necessary; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  application 
is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  would  receive  primary  serv¬ 
ice  from  the  proposed  operation,  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
operation  would  cause  interference  to 
Stations  WEOL,  Elyria,  Ohio;  WBAA, 
West  Lafayette,  Indiana;  and  WPFB, 
Middleton,  Ohio,  or  any  other  existing 
standard  broadcast  station,  and,  if  so, 
the  nature  and  extent  thereof,  the  areas 
and  populations  affected  thereby  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  operation 
proposed  by  The  Greenville  Broadcasting 
Corporation  would  comply  with  §  3.28  (c) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules;  and  if  com¬ 
pliance  with  §  3.28  (c)  is  not  achieved, 
whether  circumstances  exist  which  would 
warrant  a  waiver  of  said  section  of  the 
rules. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  the  above-entitled 
application  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Elyria- 
Lorain  Broadcasting  Company,  Purdue 
University  and  Paul  F.  Braden,  licensees 
of  Stations  WEOL,  WBAA  and  WPFB, 
respectively,  are  made  parties  to  the 
proceeding. 

Released:  March  30,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-2556;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  11670;  FCC  56-293] 

News  on  the  Air,  Inc. 

order  designating  application  for  hear¬ 
ing  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  application  of  News  on  the  Air, 
Inc.,  Port  Clinton,  Ohio,  Docket  No. 
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NOTICES 


11670,  Pile  No.  BP-9977 ;  for  construction 
permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  28th  day  of 
March  1956 ; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-entitled  application 
of  News  on  the  Air,  Inc.,  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  a  new  standard 
broadcast  station  to  operate  on  1250 
kilocycles  with  a  power  of  500  watts,  di¬ 
rectional  antenna,  daytime  only,  at  Port 
Clinton,  Ohio;  and 

It  appearing  that  the  applicant  is 
legally,  technically,  financially*  and 
otherwise  qualified,  except  as  may  appear 
from  the  issues  specified  below,  to  op¬ 
erate  the  station  as  proposed,  but  that 
operating  as  proposed  the  applicant  may 
cause  interference  to  Station  WCHO, 
Washington  Court  House,  Ohio  (1250 
kc,  500  w,  daytime  only)  and  WXYZ, 
Detroit,  Michigan  (1270  kc,  5  kw,  DA-N, 
unlimited  time) ;  and  that  the  interfer¬ 
ence  to  be  received  by  the  proposed  op¬ 
eration  due  to  Stations  WGL,  Fort  Wayne 
Indiana,  WCAE,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  and  WCHO,  Washington  Court 
House,  Ohio,  may  be  such  that  the  popu¬ 
lation  loss  would  prohibit  compliance 
with  §  3.28  (c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  ap¬ 
plicant  was  advised  by  letter  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1955,  of  the  aforementioned 
deficiencies  and  that  the  Commission 
was  unable  to  conclude  that  a  grant  of 
the  application  would  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  Stations 
WXYZ  and  WCHO  in  pleadings  filed 
August  24  and  October  21,  1955,  respec¬ 
tively,  requested  that  the  subject  appli¬ 
cation  be  designated  for  hearing;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  after  consideration  of  the  subject 
application  and  the  above-described 
communications  is  of  the  opinion  that  a 
hearing  is  necessary; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  application 
is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues; 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  be  served  by  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation,  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
operation  would  cause  objectionable  in¬ 
terference  to  Stations  WCHO,  Washing¬ 
ton  Court  House,  Ohio,  and  WXYZ, 
Detroit,  Michigan,  or  any  other  existing 
broadcast  station,  and,  if  so,  the  nature 
and  extent  thereof,  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  affected  thereby,  and  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  other  primary  service  to  such 
areas  and  populations. 

3.  To  determine  whether,  because  of 
the  interference  received,  the  proposal  of 
News  on  The  Air,  Inc.  would  comply 
with  §  3.28  (c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 
and  if  compliance  with  §  3.28  (c)  is  not 
acdiieved,  whether  circumstances  exist 
with  would  warrant  a. waiver  of  said 
section  of  the  rules. 


4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  with  respect  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the 
subject  application  would  serve  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest,  convenience  or  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Court 
House  Broadcasting  Co.,  licensee  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WCHO,  Washington  Court  House, 
Ohio,  and  WXYZ,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WXYZ,  Detroit,  Michigan,  are  made 
parties  to  the  proceeding. 

Released:  March  30,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2557;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.j' 


(Docket  No.  11666;  FCC  56-290] 
Blacksxone  Broadcasting  Co.  (KTBB) 

ORDER  designating  APPLICATION  FOR 
HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  application  of  Blackstone  Broad¬ 
casting  Company  (K’TBB)  Tyler,  Texas, 
Docket  No.  11666,  File  No.  BP-10087;  for 
construction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices 
in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  28th  day  of 
March  1956; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-entitled  application  of 
the  Blackstone  Broadcasting  Company 
for  a  construction  permit  to  increase  the 
daytime  power  of  Station  KTBB,  Tyler, 
Texas,  from  500  watts  to  one  kilowatt  to 
operate  on  600  kilocycles  with  directional 
antenna  at  night,  unlimited  time ;  and  a 
request  by  KTBB  for  a  waiver  of  §  3.28 
(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 

It  appearing  that  the  applicant  is  le¬ 
gally,  technically,  financially  and  other¬ 
wise  qualified,  except  as  may  appear 
from  the  issues  specified  below,  to  oper¬ 
ate  Station  KTBB  as  proposed,  but  that 
the  proposed  operation  may  be  involved 
in  objectionable  interference  with  Sta¬ 
tion  KTBC,  Austin,  Texas  (590  kc,  1  kw, 
5kw-LS,  DA-N,  U),  and  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  would  receive  interfer¬ 
ence  from  Station  KTBC  which  would  be 
excessive  under  §  3.28  (c)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  ap¬ 
plicant  was  advised  by  letter  dated  De¬ 
cember  30,  1955,  of  the  aforementioned 
deficiencies  and  that  the  Commission 
was  unable  to  conclude  that  a  grant  of 
the  application  would  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  appli¬ 
cant,  in  a  reply  dated  February  8,  1956, 
stated  that  KTBC  had  agreed  to  accept 
the  interference  that  would  be  caused  to 
that  station  and  attached  a  copy  of  a 
letter  addressed  to  the  applicant,  dated 
August  26,  1954,  stating  that  KTBC 
would  not  “protest  the  increase  in 
power’’;  that  the  proposed  operation 
would  not  violate  §  3.28  (c)  of  the  rules; 
and  that,  in  the  event  the  Commission 
rules  that  the  proposed  operation  would 


violate  §  3.28  (c) ,  the  applicant  requests 
a  waiver  of  that  section;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  unable  to  make  a  determina¬ 
tion  in  this  matter  on  the  basis  of  the 
data  before  it  and  is  of  the  opinion  that 
an  evidentiary  hearing  is  necessary  to 
obtain  complete  information  relative  to 
the  above-entitled  application  and  the 
grounds  advanced  in  support  of  the  re¬ 
quest  for  waiver  of  §  3.28  (c)  of  the  rules 
to  enable  the  Commission  to  determine 
whether  the  public  interest  would  be 
served  by  a  grant  thereof ; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  above-entitled 
application  is  designated  for  hearing,  at 
a  time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a 
subsequent  order,  upon  the  following 
issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  may  be  expected  to  gain 
or  lose  primary  service  from  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  Station  KTBB  as  proposed,  and 
the  availability  of  other  primary  service 
to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  opera¬ 
tion  proposed  by  KTBB  would  cause  ob¬ 
jectionable  interference  to  Station 
K'TBC,  Austin,  Texas,  or  any  other  exist¬ 
ing  standard  broadcast  station,  and,  if 
so,  the  nature  and  extent  thereof,  the 
areas  and  populations  affected  thereby 
and  the  availability  of  other  primary 
service  to  such  areas  and  populations. 

3.  To  determine  whether,  because  of 
the  interference  received,  the  proposal 
of  KTBB  would  comply  with  §  3.28  (c) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules;  and  if  com¬ 
pliance  with  §  3.28  (c)  is  not  achieved, 
whether  circumstances  exist  which 
would  warrant  a  waiver  of  said  section 
of  the  rules. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  the  above-entitled 
application  of  KTBB  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  LDJ 
Company,  licensee  of  Station  KTBC, 
Austin,  Texas,  is  made  a  party  to  the 
proceeding. 

Released;  March  30,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-2558;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  11668,  11669;  FCC  56-292] 
Lawrence  A.  Reilly  et  al. 

order  designating  applications  for  con¬ 
solidated  HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  Lawrence  A. 
Reilly  and  James  L.  Spates,  Groton,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Docket  No.  11668,  File  No.  BP- 
*10138;  The  Thames  Broadcasting  Cor¬ 
poration,  Bridgehampton,  New  York, 
Docket  No.  11669,  File  No.  BP-10146; 
for  construction  permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offces  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  26th  day  of 
March  1956; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-entitled  applications 
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of  Lawrence  A.  Reilly  and  James  L. 
Spates  for  a  construction  permit  for  a 
new  standard  broadcast  station  to  op¬ 
erate  on  980  kilocycles  with  a  power  of 
one  kilowatt,  daytime  only,  at  Groton, 
Connecticut;  and  The  Thames  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation  for  a  construction 
permit  for  a  new  standard  broadcast 
station  to  operate  on  980  kilocycles  with 
a  power  of  500  watts,  daytime  only,  at 
Bridgehampton,  New  York; 

It  appearing  that  each  of  the  appli¬ 
cants  is  legally,  technically,  financially 
and  otherwise  qualified,  except  as  may 
appear  from  the  issues  specified  below, 
to  operate  its  proposed  station,  but  that 
the  operation  of  both  stations  as  pro¬ 
posed  would  result  in  mutually  destruc¬ 
tive  interference;  and  that  the  propo¬ 
sal  of  The  Thames  Broadcasting 
Corporation  may  not  comply  with 
§  3.28  (c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  ap¬ 
plicants  were  advised  by  letter  dated  De¬ 
cember  29,  1955,  of  the  aforementioned  • 
deficiencies  and  that  the  Commission  was 
unable  to  conclude  that  a  grant  of  either 
application  would  be  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  a  timely  re¬ 
ply  was  filed  by  each  of  the  applicants; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  after  consideration  of  the  above,  is 
of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  is 
necessary; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  applications 
are  designated  for  hearing  in  a  consoli¬ 
dated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to 
be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  each  of  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tions,  and  the  availability  of  other  pri¬ 
mary  service  to  such  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions. 

2.  To  determine  whether,  because  of 
the  interference  received,  the  proposal 
of  The  Thames  Broadcasting  Corpora¬ 
tion  would  comply  with  §  3.28  (c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules;  and  if  compliance 
with  §  3.28  (c)  is  not  achieved,  whether 
circumstances  exist  which  would  war¬ 
rant  a  waiver  of  said  section  of  the  rules. 

3.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  section 
307  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  which  of  the  opera¬ 
tions  proposed  in  the  above-entitled  ap¬ 
plications  would  better  provide  a  fair, 
efficient  and  equitable  distribution  of 
radio  service. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  which,  if  either,  of  the  ap¬ 
plications  should  be  granted. 

Released:  March  30, 1956. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Etoc.  56-2559;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Change  List  101] 

Canadian  Broadcast  Stations 
list  of  changes,  proposed  changes,  and 

CORRECTIONS  IN  ASSIGNMENTS 

March  15, 1956. 

Notification  under  the  provisions  of 
part  m,  section  2  of  the  North  American 
Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement. 


List  of  changes,  proposed  changes  and 
corrections  in  assignments  of  Canadian 
Broadcast  Stations  Modifying  Appendix 
containing  assignments  of  Canadian 
Broadcast  Stations  (Mimeograph  47214- 
3)  attached  to  the  Recommendations  of 
the  North  American  Regional  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Agreement  Engineering  Meeting 
January  30,  1941. 


Call 

Letters 

Location 

Power 

An¬ 

tenna 

Sched¬ 

ule 

Class 

Probable 
date  of 
change  or 
commence¬ 
ment  of 
oi>eration 

600  kilocycles 

CFCF _ 

Montreal,  Province  of  Quebec  (changes  In 
transmitter  site  and  antenna  pattern  only). 

5kw-  __  _  __ 

800  kilocycles 

DA-l 

U 

1 

III 

Mar.  1,  1957. 

CJBQ . 

Belleville,  Ontario  (PO:  0.25  kw  on  1230 
kc.). 

DA-1 

u 

II 

Do. 

1070  kilocycles 

CJET . 

Smiths  Falls,  Ontario  (PO:  0.25  kw  on  1070 
kc.). 

ND 

D 

II 

Do. 

1500  kilocycles 

Npw- 

Port  Hope,  Ontario _  _  _ 

DA 

D 

II 

Do. 

1560  kilocycles 

CFR.S._ 

Simcoe,  Ontario  (assignment  of  call  letters). 

0.25  kw. 

ND 

D 

II 

1570  kilocycles 

New- 

Portage  la  Prairie,  Manitoba _ .......  ... 

0.25  kw . 

ND 

u 

II 

Do. 

liSO  kilocycles 

CHUB.... 

Nanaimo,  B,  C,  (dplctc  assignment)  . . 

1  kw  .  . 

DA-1 

u 

III 

[seal] 


Federal  Communications  Commission, 
Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 


(F,  R.  Doc.  56-2560;  Filed.  Apr,  5.  1956;  8:46  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  E-6585] 

South  Carolina  Generating  Co. 

order  extending  time  for  filing  ex¬ 
ceptions  AND  setting  date  FOR  ORAL 

ARGUMENT 

On  March  21,  1956,  the  staff  filed  its 
exceptions  to  Examiner’s  Decision  and 
motion  in  which  it  excepted  generally  to 
the  Examiner’s  Decision  issued  March  1, 
1956,  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding. 
By  telegram  received  March  26, 1956,  the 
Georgia  Public  Service  Commission,  cit¬ 
ing  the  illness  of  its  Chief  Engineer  who 
has  been  assigned  to  this  case,  joined  in 
the  motion  of  staff  counsel,  and,  in  the 
alternative,  requested  a  period  of  ten 
days  within  which  to  file  exceptions  to 
the  Examiner’s  Decision. 

'The  Commission  finds:  It  is  appropri¬ 
ate  and  in  the  public  interest  to  grant  an 
extension  of  time  for  filing  exceptions 
and  to  hear  oral  argument  as  provided 
below. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  All  parties  including  staff  counsel 
are  hereby  granted  an  extension  of  time 
until  April  12,  1956,  to  file  exceptions,  or 
supplemental  exceptions  to  the  Ex¬ 
aminer’s  Decision  referred  to  above. 

(B)  Oral  argument  be  had  before  the 
Commission  on  May  10,  1956,  at  10:00 
a.  m„  e.  d,  s.  t.,  in  the  hearing  room  of 
the  Commission,  441  G  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  mat¬ 


ters  involved  ip  and  the  issues  presented 
in  this  proceeding. 

(C)  Those  parties  to  this  proceeding 
who  intend  to  participate  in  the  oral 
argument  shall  notify  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  on  or  before  April  12, 
1956,  of  such  intention  and  of  the  time 
required  for  presentation  of  their 
argument. 

Issued:  April  2. 1956. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  J.  H.  Gutride, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2575;  Filed.  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  E-6671] 

Southern  Nevada  Power  Co. 
NOTICE  OF  application;  correction 
April  2,  1956. 

The  Notice  of  Application  dated  March 
29,  1956,  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  March  31,  1956  (21  F.  R.  2120) 
should  be  corrected  so  that  the  name. 
Southern  Nevada  Power  Company,  will 
be  substituted  for  that  of  Sierra  Nevada 
Power  Company. 

[seal]  J.  H.  Gutride, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-2576;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


No.  67- 


2260 


NOTICES 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Fourth  Section  Applications  for  Relief 
April  3, 1956. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  -and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

LONG-AND-SHORT  HAUL 

PSA  No.  31909:  Trailer-on  flat-car 
service — Boston  &  Maine  Railroad. 
Piled  by  Boston  and  Maine  Railroad  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  vari¬ 
ous  commodities,  moving  on  class  and 
commodity  rates,  in  motor-truck  trailers 
loaded  on  railroad  flat  cars  between 
Bdston  and  Maine  Railroad  stations  in 
Maine,*  Massachusetts,  and  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  on  the  one  hand,  and  (a)  points 
in  New  York  and  Pennsylvania,  and  (b) 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Ohio,  and  Missouri,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor  truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Boston  and  Maine  Railroad 
tariff  I.  C.  C.  A-3248. 

FSA  No.  31910:  Scrap  iron  or  steel — 
Chicago,  III.,  Group  to  Hamilton,  Ont. 
Filed  by  H.  R.  Hinsch,  Agent,  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  scrap  iron 
or  steel  (not  copper  clad) ,  carloads  from 
Chicago,  Ill.,  and  points  in  the  Chicago 
switching  district  taking  same  rates  to 
Hamilton,  Ont.,  Canada. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Barge  Competition 
and  circuity. 

■Tariff:  Carriers  shown  in  appendix 
“A”  of  the  application. 

PSA  No.  31911:  Roofing  materials — 
Shreveport,  La.,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Area. 
Piled  by  P.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  roof¬ 
ing  or  building  material  and  roofing 
slate,  carloads  from  Shreveport,  La.,  to 
St.  Louis.  Mo.,  and  East  St.  Louis,  Ill. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes. 

Tariff:  Supplement  135  to  Agent 
Kratzmeir’s  I.  C.  C.  4087. 

PSA  No.  31912:  Ammunition  boxes— ‘ 
South  to  Kingsbury,  Ind.  Piled  by  R.  E. 
Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  boxe^,  ammunition, 
shell  shipping  or  smokeless  powder, 
wooden  or  wood  reinforced  with  metal, 
metal  lined  or  not  lined,  carloads  from 
Millport,  Ala.,  to  Kingsbury  and  Kings¬ 
bury  (Dillon),  Ind. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Short-line  dis¬ 
tance  formula  and  circuity. 

Tariff:  Supplement  197  to  Agent 
Spaninger’s  I.  C.  C.  1351. 

FSA  No.  .31913:  Electrodes — Natco, 
Tenn.,  to  Keokuk,  Iowa.  Piled  by  R.  E. 
Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  electrodes,  carbon  fur¬ 
nace  or  electrolytic  bath  (carbon  plugs) 
noibn,  green  electro  mix,  straight  or 
mixed  carloads  from  Natco,  Tenn.,  to 
Keokuk,  Iowa. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Truck-barge  com- 
•  petition  and  circuity. 

Tariff:  Supplement  197  to  Agent 
Spaninger’s  I.  C.  C.  1351. 

FSA  No.  31914:  Manufactured  iron  and 
steel  articles — Solon,  Ohio  to  Offlciat 


-Territory.  Piled  by  H.  R.  Hinsch,  Agent, 
for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  ar¬ 
ticles  of  iron  and  steel  manufacture,  car¬ 
loads  from  Solon,  Ohio  to  specified  points 
in  official  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Short-line  dis¬ 
tance  formulas  and  circuity. 

Tariffs:  Supplement  216  to  Agent 
Hinsch’s  I.  C.  C.  3388;  Supplement  257 
to  Agent  Hinsch’s  I.  C.  C.  3422. 

FSA  No.  31915:  Iron  and  steel  articles 
to  and  from  extended  Zone  “C”  Terri¬ 
tory.  Filed  jointly  by  C.  W.  Boin,  and 
O.  E.  Swenson,  Agents,  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles,  carloads  between  points  in  official 
territory  on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in 
extended  zone  “C”  territory  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  including  Beaver  Dam,  Beaver  Dam 
Jet.,  and  Rolling  Prairie,  Wis.,  on  the 
other. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Short-line  distance 
formula  and  circuity. 

Tariffs:  Supplement  140  to  Agent 
Boin’s  I.  C.  C.  No.  A-686  and  four  other 
tariffs. 

FSA  No.  31916:  Sugar — Southwestern 
Louisiana  to  the  South.  Filed  by  J.  H. 
Marque,  Alternate  Agent,  for  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  sugar,  carloads 
from  specified  points  in  Louisiana  west 
of  the  Mississippi  River  to  specified 
points  in  Alabama,  Kentucky,  Missis¬ 
sippi  and  Tennessee,  also  to  Cairo,  Me¬ 
tropolis,  Dl.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  Evansville 
and  New  Albany,  Ind. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion  and  circuity. 

Tariff:  Supplement  297  to  Alternate 
Agent  Marque’s  I.  C.  C.  380. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2583;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


Organization  of  Divisions  and  Boards 
AND  Assignment  of  Work 

TRANSFER  OP  MOTOR  CARRIER  RATE  PRO¬ 
CEEDINGS  TO  BUREAU  OF  FORMAL  CASES; 
^  ORGANIZATION  OF  BOARD  OF  REVIEW 

AUTHORIZED  IN  THE  SECTION  OF  COM¬ 
PLAINTS,  BUREAU  OF  MOTOR  CARRIERS 

At  a  general  session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  held  at  its  office 
in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  5th  day  of 
August  1955,  the  following  action  was 
taken: 

Voted  that  the  responsibility  for  proc¬ 
essing  all  motor  carrier  rate  cases  be 
transferred  from  the  Section  of  Com¬ 
plaints,  Bureau  of  Motor  Carriers,  to  the 
Bureau  of  Formal  Cases,  by  September 
30,  1955.  (The  changeover  was  com¬ 
pleted  on  September  15,  1955.) 

Voted,  further,  that  there  be  organized 
in  the  Section  of  Complaints,  Bureau  of 
Motor  Carriers,  by  September  30,  1955,  a 
Board  of  Review,  consisting  of  two  sep¬ 
arate  units,  one  to  handle  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  application  cases,  and  the  other 
matters  relating  to  finance  cases. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  66-2584;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1966; 

8:52  a.  in.] 


OFFICE  OF  DEFENSE 
MOBILIZATION 

Termination  of  Producttion  Equipment 
Leasing  Procedures  for  Flooded  Dis¬ 
aster  Areas 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  2  of  Supplement  1  to  DMO  VII-4, 
as  amended  (20  F.  R.  6289,  7110;  F.  R, 
Doc.  56-2598,  supra)  I  hereby  find  that 
the  application  after  this  date  of  the  pro¬ 
cedure  authorized  in  Supplement  1  to 
DMO  VII-4  to  those  areas  of  the  North¬ 
eastern  United  States  which  because  of 
the  recent  floods  were  determined  to  be 
disaster  areas  under  Public  Law  875,  81st 
Congress,  would  no  longer  serve  to  meet 
the  objective  of  that  Supplement  1. 

Dated:  April 4, 1956. 

.Office  of  Defense 
,  Mobilization', 

Arthur  S.  Flemming, 

Director. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2597;  Piled.  Apr.  4.  1956; 
.  4:21p.m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  70-3454] 

Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc. 

ORDER  authorizing  ISSUANCE  AND  SALE  AT 

COMPETITIVE  BIDDING  OF  PRINCIPAL 

AMOUNT  OF  DEBENTURES 

April  2, 1956. 

The  Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc.  (“Co¬ 
lumbia”)  ,  a  registered  holding  company, 
has  filed  a  declaration  and  amendments 
thereto  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“act”)  and  Rule  U-50  thereunder, 
regarding  the  following  proposed  trans¬ 
action: 

Columbia  proposes  to  issue  and  sell, 
subject  to  the  competitive  bidding  re¬ 
quirements  of  Rule  U-50,  $40,000,000 
principal  amount  of _ percent  deben¬ 

tures,  Series  F  due  1981.  The  interest 
rate  to  be  borne  by  the  debentures  (which 
45hall  be  a  multiple  of  Va  percent)  and 
the  price  (exclusive  of  accrued  interest) 
to  be  paid  for  the  debentures  (which  shall 
be  not  less  than  99  percent  nor  more  than 
101  Vi  percent  of  the  principal  amount) 
will  be  determined  by  the  bidding. 

The  debentures  will  be  issued  under 
the  indenture  between  Columbia  and 
Guaranty  Trust  Company  of  New  York 
as  Trustee,  dated  as  of  August  1,  1950, 
as  heretofore  supplemented  and  as  to  be 
further  supplemented  by  a  fifth  supple¬ 
mental  indenture,  dated  as  of  April  1, 
1956. 

Columbia  states  that  the  net  proceeds 
from  the  sale  of  the  debentures  will  be 
used  to  prepay,  on  or  about  April  20, 1956, 
$25,000,000  of  its  construction  bank  loans 
due  July  31,  1956,  and  the  balance,  to¬ 
gether  with  other  funds  of  the  corpora¬ 
tion,  will  be  available  to  finance  a  part 
of  the  1956  construction  program  of  the 
system. 

The  fees  and  expenses  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  transaction  are  esti¬ 
mated  as  follows: 
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Filing  fee - -  $4, 080 

Printing  of  registration  statement, 
prospectus.  Indenture  and  other 

documents _  18,  000 

Printing  and  issuance  of  temporary 

debentures _  18,  000 

Printing  and  engraving  and  issuance 

of  definitive  debentures _ _  27, 800 

Legal  fees,  Cravath,  Swaine  &  Moore.  15, 000 

Engineering  fees,  Ralph  E.  Davis _  10,  000 

Accounting  fees,  Arthur  Andersen  & 

Co  _ _  7,  000 

Services  of  system  service  company 

(at  costy _ -  12,  000 

Original  issue  tax _  44,000 

Listing  fee.  New  York  Stock  Ex¬ 
change  _ -  4, 800 

Other  miscellaneous  expenses _ _  3, 000 


Total _  163,680 


Sherman  &  Sterling  &  Wright,  counsel 
for  the  underwriters,  have  stated  their 
fee  at  $12,500  and  they  have  estimated 
their  expenses  at  not  exceeding  $1,700; 
of  which  Columbia  has  agreed  to  reim¬ 
burse  filing  fees  and  expenses  incurred 
in  Blue  Sky  matters  not  exceeding  $1,500. 
The  firm's  fee  and  the  balance  of  its 
expenses  are  to  be  paid  by  the  successful 
bidders. 

Due  notice  having  been  given  of  the 
filing  of  said  declaration  and  a  hearing 
not  having  been  requested  of  or  ordered 
by  the  Commission,  and  the  Commission 
finding  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
transaction  that  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  act  and  the  rules  promulgated 
thereunder  are  satisfied  and  that  no  ad¬ 
verse  findings  are  necessary,  and  deem¬ 
ing  it  appropriate  in  the  public  interest 
and  in  the  interest  of  investors  and  con¬ 
sumers  that  the  declaration  as  amended 
be  permitted  to  become  effective  forth¬ 
with: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule  U-23 
and  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  act. 
that  said  declaration  as  amended  be,  and 
it  hereby  is,  permitted  to  become  effective 
forthwith,  subject  to  the  conditions  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Rules  U-50  and  U-24. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Nellye  a.  Thorsen, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2577;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  812-1000] 

International  Mining  Corp.  and 
Sunset  Oil  Co. 

notice  of  and  order  for  hearing  on  appli¬ 
cation  FOR  AN  ORDER  EXEMPTING  CERTAIN 
TRANSACTIONS  INCIDENT  TO  A  MERGER 

April  2,  1956. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Interna¬ 
tional  Mining  Corporation  (“Interna¬ 
tional”),  a  Delaware  corporation  and  a 
registered  close-end  non-diversified  in¬ 
vestment  company,  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  17  (b)  of  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“act”) 
for  an  order  exempting  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  17  (a)  of  the  act  certain 
transactions  incident  to  a  proposed 
merger  of  Sunset  Oil  Company  (“Sun¬ 
set”)  ,  a  California  corporation,  into  and 
with  International  which  is  to  be  the 
surviving  corporation.  On  the  effective 
date  of  the  proposed  merger,  Interna¬ 


tional’s  proposed  name  is  to  be  changed 
to  Sunset  International  Petroleum  Cor¬ 
poration. 

Introductory.  The  Boards  of  Direc¬ 
tors  of  International  and  Sunset  have 
taken  the  steps  required  of  them  for  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  proposed  merger  by  appli¬ 
cable  statutes.  The  proposed  merger 
will  also  require  the  aflarmative  vote  of 
the  holders  of  not  less  than  two-thirds  of 
the  outstanding  shares  of  the  capital 
stock  of  International  and  Sunset.  The 
Delaware  and  California  statutes  confer 
upon  the  shareholders  of  corporations 
proposing  to  merge  or  consolidate  the 
right,  upon  compliance  with  certain 
statutory  provisions,  to  require  the  ap¬ 
praisal  of  their  shares  and  the  payment 
of  the  appraised  value  in  cash. 

International  was  organized  in  1936  as 
successor  to  a  company  of  the  same  name 
organized  in  1929.  Prior  to  and  since  its 
registration  as  an  investment  company 
under  the  Act  in  1942,  International,  in 
addition  to  its  investment  securities  ac¬ 
tivities,  has  owned  interests  directly  or 
indirectly  in  mining  operations.  Inter¬ 
national’s  last  major  operating  property, 
a  gold  and  copper  mine  located  in  Mex¬ 
ico  was  damaged  by  fire  in  1955,  and  In¬ 
ternational  disposed  of  this  property 
early  in  1956  reserving  only  a  royalty  in¬ 
terest.  The  assets  of  International  now 
consist  principally  of  cash.  United  States 
Government  obligations,  and  invest¬ 
ments  in  securities  of  unafiftliated  issuers. 
In  addition,  International  has  mineral 
land  and  natural  resource  interests 
which  the  company  characterizes  as 
“minor”. 

Sunset  was  organized  in  1934  under  a 
plan  of  reorganization  to  acquire  the 
properties  of  Sunset  Pacific  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  Marine  Corporation,  and  Marine 
Refining  Company.  In  1951,  Sunset  ac¬ 
quired  the  producing,  refining,  and  mar¬ 
keting  assets  of  Eagle  Oil  and  Refining 
Co.,  Inc.  (“Eagle  Oil”)  in  exchange  for 
Sunset  common  stock.  The  application 
states  that  Sunset  is  primarily  engaged 
in  the  exploration  for  and  production  of 
oil  and  gas,  and  that  in  conjunction  with 
its  producing  operations.  Sunset  operates 
pipe  line  and  refining  facilities,  and  a 
retail  marketing  distribution  system. 

The  capitalization  of  International  at 
December  31,  1955,  consisted  of  488,973 
shares  of  outstanding  common  stock  in¬ 
cluding  1,000  shares  of  treasury  stock 
with  a  par  value  of  $1  a  share.  Interna¬ 
tional’s  stock  is  listed  on  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange.  The  capitalization  of 
Sunset  at  the  same  date  consisted  of 
678,788  shares  of  outstanding  common 
stock  with  an  aggregate  stated  value  of 
$267,217.  Sunset  stock  is  not  listed  on 
any  securities  exchange. 

Eagle  Oil  owns  177,750  shares  of  In¬ 
ternational’s  outstanding  common  stock 
and  353,789  shares  of  Sunset’s  outstand¬ 
ing  common  stock,  equivalent  to  36.35 
percent  and  52.12  percent,  respectively, 
of  the  outstanding  common  stock  of  In¬ 
ternational  and  of  Sunset. 

Eagle  Oil  has  outstanding  1,000,000 
shares  of  common  stock.  Of  this  amount. 
125,000  shares  are  owned  by  George  C. 
Sheahan,  a  Vice-President  and  Director 
of  both  Sunset  and  International,  and 
365,692  shares  are  owned  beneficially  by 


the  following  persons  and  their  families: 

V.  D.  Sterling,  President  and  Director 
of  Eagle  and  Sunset,  Morton  A.  Sterling, 
Executive  Vice-President  and  Director  of 
Sunset,  and  Barry  H.  Sterling,  Vice- 
President  and  Director  of  Eagle  Oil  and 
Assistant  Secretary-Treasurer  and  Di¬ 
rector  of  International. 

Statutory  requirements.  Eagle  Oil  is 
an  affiliate  of  International,  and  Sunset 
is  an  affiliate  of  Eagle  Oil  within  the  defi¬ 
nition  of  “affiliated  person”  contained  in 
section  2  (a)  (3)  of  the  act.  Therefore 
Sunset  is  an  affiliated  person  of  an  affili¬ 
ated  person  of  a  registered  investment 
company.  Generally  speaking,,  section 
17  (a)  of  the  act  prohibits  an  affiliated 
person  of  a  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany  or  any  affiliated  person  of  such  a 
person,  from  selling  to  or  purchasing 
from  such  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany  or  any  company  controlled  by 
such  registered  investment  company, 
any  securities  or  property,  subject  to 
certain  excejitions  not  pertinent  here. 
The  Commission  upon  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  17  (b)  may  grant  an 
exemption  from  the  provisions  of  section 
17  (a)  if  it  finds  that  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  transaction,  including  the  con¬ 
sideration  to  be  paid,  are  reasonable  and 
fair  and  do  not  involve  overreaching  on 
the  part  of  any  person  concerned,  that 
the  proposed  transactions  are  consistent 
with  the  policy  of  each  registered  com¬ 
pany  concerned,  as  recited  in  its  registra¬ 
tion  statement  and  reports  filed  under 
the  act  and  is  consistent  with  the  general 
purposes  of  the  act. 

The  proposed  merger.  As  previously 
indicated.  Sunset  will  be  merged  into  In¬ 
ternational  which  will  become  the  sur¬ 
viving  corporation  under  the  name  of 
Sunset  International  Petroleum  Corpo¬ 
ration. 

The  merger  agreement  provides  that 
the  authorized  stock  of  the  surviving 
corporation  shall  be  5,000,000  shares  of 
common  stock  with  a  par  value  of  $1  a 
share.  Each  share  of  the  outstanding 
common  stock  of  Sunset  will  be  con¬ 
verted  into  three  shares  of  common  stock 
of  the  surviving  corporation.  The  pres¬ 
ent  shareholders  of  International  will 
continue  to  hold  their  shares  as  shares 
of  the  surviving  corporation. 

The  application  states  that  upon  con¬ 
summation  of  the  merger,  the  surviving 
corporation  will  concentrate  on  the  ac¬ 
quisition,  development  and  exploration 
of  oil  and  gas  properties.  It  appears 
that  the  merger  will  change  the  nature 
of  International’s  business  from  that  of 
an  investment  company  to  an  oil  and  gas 
enterprise. 

International  and  Sunset  have  been 
advised  by  counsel  that,  in  their  opinion, 
for  Federal  income  tax  purposes,  no  tax¬ 
able  gain  or  loss  will  be  realized  by  any 
of  the  stockholders  of  International  or 
Sunset  as  a  result  of  the  merger.  The 
merger  agreement  also  provides  that  the 
surviving  corporation  shall  pay  all  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  merger. 

It  appearing  to  the  Commission  that 
it  is  appropriate  in  the  public  interest 
and  in  the  interest  of  investors  that  a 
hearing  be  held  with  respect  to  the 
application; 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  40  (a) 
of  said  act.  that  a  hearing  on  the  afore- 


2262 

said  application  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  act  and  of  the  rules  of 
the  Cc»nmission  thereunder  be  held  on 
the  24th  day  of  April  1956  at  10:00  a.  m., 
in  the  offices  of  the  Securities  and  Ex> 
change  Commission,  425  Second  Street 
NW.,  Washington  25.  D.  C.  At  such  time 
the  Hearing  Room  Clerk  will  advise  as  to 
the  room  in  which  such  hearing  will  be 
held.  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
otherwise  wishing  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding  is  directed  to  file  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  his  applica¬ 
tion  as  provided  by  Rule  XVII  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  the  date  provided  in  the  rule,  setting 
forth  any  issues  of  law  or  facts  which  he 
desires  to  controvert  or  any  additional 
issues  which  he  deems  raised  by  this 
notice  and  order  or  by  such  application. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  William  W. 
Swift,  or  any  officer  or  officers  of  the 
Commission,  designated  by  it  for  that 
purpose,  shall  preside  at  said  hearing. 
The  officer  so  designated  is  hereby 
authorized  to  exercise  all  the  powers 
granted  to  the  Commission  under  Sec¬ 
tions  41  and  42  (b)  of  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  and  to  a  hearing 
officer  under  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice. 

’The  Division  of  Corporate  Regulation 
having  advised  the  Commission  that  it 
has  made  a  preliminary  examination  of 
the  application,  and  that  upon  the  basis 
thereof  the  following  matters  and  ques¬ 
tions  are  presented  for  consideration, 
without  prejudice  to  its  specifying  addi¬ 
tional  matters  and  questions  upon  fur¬ 
ther  examination: 

(1)  Whether  the  terms  at  the  pro¬ 
posed  transactions,  including  the  con¬ 
siderations  to  be  paid  or  received,  are 
reasonable  and  fair  and  do  not  involve 
overreaching  on  the  part  of  any  person 
concerned; 

(2)  Whether  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions  are  consistent  with  the  policy  of 
International,  as  recited  in  its  registra¬ 
tion  statement  and  reports  filed  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  act; 

(3)  Whether  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions  are  consistent  with  the  general  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  act. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  at  the  afore¬ 
said  hearing  attention  be  given  to  the 
foregoing  matters  and  questions. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  shall  give  notice 
of  the  aforesaid  hearing  by  mailing  a 
copy  of  this  notice  and  order  by  regis¬ 
tered  mail  to  International  Mining  Cor¬ 
poration  and  that  notice  to  all  persons 
shall  be  given  by  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  and  order  in  the  Federal  Register; 
and  that  a  general  release  of  this  Com¬ 
mission  in  respect  of  this  notice  and 
order  be  distributed  to  the  press  and 
mailed  to  the  mailing  list  for  releases. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Interna¬ 
tional  Mining  Corporation  shall  give 
notice  of  this  hearing  to  all  of  its  stock¬ 
holders  (insofar  as  the  identity  of  such 
security  holders  is  known  or  available) 
by  mailing  to  each  of  said  persons  a 
copy  of  this  notice  and  order  to  his  last 
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known  address  at  least  13  days  prior  to 
the  date  set  for  said  hearing. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Nellye  a.  Thorsen, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  56-2578;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[S.  B.  A.  Pool  Request  No.  15] 

American  Scientific  Technical  Re¬ 
search  Organization,  Inc.  (A.  S. 

T.  R.  O.,  Inc.) 

REQUEST  to  OPERATE  AS  A  SMALL  BUSINESS 

production  pool  and  request  to  cer¬ 
tain  COMPANIES  TO  PARTICIPATE  IN  JHE 

OPERATIONS  OF  SUCH  POOL 

Pursuant  to  section  217  of  the  Small 
Business  Act  of  1953,  as  amended,  the 
Attorney  General,  after  consultation 
with  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  and  the  Administrator  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration,  has 
approved  the  following  request  to  the 
American  Scientific  Technical  Research 
Organization,  Inc.  (hereinafter  referred 
to  as  A.  S.  T.  R.  O.,  Inc.)  to  operate  as 
a  small  business  production  pool  and  the 
following  request  to  the  companies  here¬ 
inafter  listed  to  participate  in  the  oper¬ 
ations  of  such  pool.  The  voluntary 
program,  in  accordance  with  which  the 
pool  shall  operate,  has  been  approved  by 
the  Administrator  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration  and  found  to  be  in  the 
public  interest  as  contributing  to  the 
national  defense. 

REQUEST  TO  A.  S.  T.  S.  O.,  INC. 

I  hereby  approve  your  proposed  voluntary 
program  to  operate  as  a  small  business  pro¬ 
duction  pool  and  find  it  to  be  in  the  public 
Interest  as  contributing  to  the  national  de¬ 
fense. 

In  my  opinion,  the  operations  of  your 
organization  as  a  small  business  production 
pool  will  assist  in  the  accomplishment  of  oiu* 
national  defense  program.  Therefore,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  217 
of  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  you  are  hereby  requested  to  operate  as 
such  a  pool  m  the  manner  set  forth  In  the 
approved  voluntary  program. 

While  no  obligation  is  imposed  upon  you. 
by  virtue  of  this  request,  to  operate  as  such 
a  pool  or  to  seek  or  obtain  any  Government 
contracts,  if  you  wish  to  commence  opera¬ 
tions  as  a  small  business  production  pool 
you  may  do  so  upon  notifymg  me  in  writmg 
of  your  acceptance  of  this  request.  Section 
217,  referred  to  above,  provides  In  part  that 
no  act  or  omission  to  act  pursuant  to  this 
approved  program  shall  be  construed  to  be 
within  the  prohibition  of  the  antitrust  laws 
or  the  Federal  Trade  Ck)mmission  Act  of  the 
United  States. 

The  Attorney  General  has  approved  this 
request  after  consultations  with  resiiect 
thereto  among  his  representatives,  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal 
ITade  Commission  and  my  representatives, 
pursuant  to  Section  217  of  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Act  of  1953,  as  amended. 

Sincerely  yours. 

[S]  Wendell  B.  Barnes, 

Administrator. 


REQUEST  TO  COMPANIES 

The  voluntary  program  of  A.  S.  T.  R.  o., 
Inc.  to  operate  as  a  small  business  production 
pool  has  been  found  to  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  as  contributing  to  the  national  defense 
and  has  therefore  been  approved. 

Inasmuch  as  your  concern  is  Included 
among  the  prospective  members  of  the  pool, 
in  my  opinion  your  participation  in  its  op¬ 
erations  will  assist  in  the  accomplishment 
of  our  national  defense  program.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
217  of  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as 
amended,  you  are  hereby  requested  to  par¬ 
ticipate' in  the  operations  of  the  pool  in  the 
manner  set  forth  in  its  voluntary  program. 

While  no  obligation  is  imposed  upon  you, 
by  virtue  of  this  request,  to  participate  in 
the  operations  of  this  pool,  if  you  wish  to 
participate  you  may  do  so  by  notifying  me 
in  writing  of  your  acceptance  of  this  request. 
Section  217,  referred  to  above,  provides  in 
part  that  no  act  or  omission  to  act  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  approved  program  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  be  within  the  prohibition  of  the 
antitrust  laws  or  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act  of  the  United  States. 

The  Attorney  General  has  approved  this 
request  after  consultation  with  respect 
thereto  among  his  representatives,  represen¬ 
tatives  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  and  my  representatives,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  217  of  the  Small  Business 
Act  of  1953,  as  amended. 

Sincerely  yours, 

[S]  Wendell  B.  Barnes, 

Administrator. 

A.  S,  T.  R,  O.,  Inc.  accepted  the  request 
set  forth  above  to  operate  as  a  small  busi¬ 
ness  production  pool. 

Names  and  Addresses  of  Companies  Accepting 
Request  to  Participate 

Control  Devices,  Inc.,  9918  Charlevoix  Ave¬ 
nue,  Detroit  14,  Michigan. 

Drl-Flo  Manufacturing  Company,  410  East 
Fifth  Street,  Royal  Oak,  Michigan. 

Dr.  Charles  Arthur  Nagler,  Ph.  D.,  Metal¬ 
lurgical  Consultants,  Inc.,  14513  Piurltan  Ave¬ 
nue,  Detroit  27,  RUchigan. 

Hefco  Laboratories,  Inc.,  20120  Sherwood 
Avenue,  Detroit  34,  Michigan. 

Reynolds  Plastics,  Inc.,  3351  Oakley  Park 
Road.  Walled  Lake,  Michigan. 

(Sec.  217  of  Pub.  Law  163,  83d  Cong.;  E.  O. 
10493,  Oct.  16,  1953, 18  F.  R.  6583) 

Dated:  March  30, 1956. 

Wendell  B.  Barnes, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-2579;  nied,  Apr.  5.  1956; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


^  [8.  B.  A.  Pool  Request  No.  16] 

W.  W.  WiCHTERMAN  &  CO. 

WITHDRAWAL  FROM  MEMBERSHIP  IN  ALLIED 

SPECIALTIES  company;  A  SMALL  BUSINESS 

PRODUCTION  POOL 

Pursuant  to  section  708  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  the 
name  of  the  following  company,  which 
has  withdrawn  from  participation  in  the 
operations  of  Allied  Specialties  Ckimpany, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  is  herewith 
published. 

The  acceptance  of  this  compsmy  ap¬ 
peared  in  18  F.  R.  4259,  on  August  1. 1953. 

W.  W.  Wlchterman  &  Company,  2316  East 
Hagert  Street,  Philadelphia  25,  Pa. 


Friday,  April  6,  1956 

(Sec.  708,  64  Stat.  818;  50  U.  S.  C.  App.  2158; 

E.  O.  10493.  October  16,  1953,  18  F.  R.  6583) 

Dated:  March  29, 1956. 

Wendell  B.  Barnes, 

Administrator. 

(p.  R.  Doc.  56-2580;  Plied,  Apr.  5,  1956; 
8:51a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service 

[56335/52-D] 

Statement  of  Organization 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  the  following  amendments 
to  the  Statement  of  Organization  of  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
(19  F.  R.  8071,  December  8,  1954)  are 
prescribed; 

Section  1.21  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

Section  1.21.  Field  Service;  Officers 
in  Charge.  Under  the  general  direction 
of  a  district  director,  an  oflBcer  in  charge 
performs  assigned  duties  within  a  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  a  district. 

Section  1.51  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows; 

Sec.  1.5i  Field  Service.  The  territory 
within  which  officials  of  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service  are  located 
is  divided  into  regions,  districts,  and  sub¬ 
offices,  as  follows: 

(a)  Regional  Offices.  The  Northeast 
Regional  Office,  located  in  Burlington, 
Vermont,  has  jurisdiction  over  districts 
1,  2,  3,  7,  21,  22,  and  23.  The  Southeast 
Regional  Office,  located  in  Richmond, 
Virginia,  has  jurisdiction  over  districts 
4,  5,  6,  24,  25,  26,  27,  and  28.  The  North¬ 
west  Regional  Office,  located  in  St.  Paul, 
Minnesota,  has  jurisdiction  over  dis¬ 
tricts  8,  9,  10,  11,  12,  29,  30,  31,  and  32. 
The  Southwest  Regional  Office,  located 
in  San  Pedro,  California,  has  jurisdiction 
over  districts  13  14,  15,  16,  17,  18,  19, 
and  20. 

(b)  District  Offices.  The  following 
districts,  which  are  designated  by  num¬ 
bers,  have  fixed  headquarters  and  are 
divided  as  follows: 

1.  St.  Albans,  Vermont.  The  district 

office  in  St.  Albans,  Vermont,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  State  of  Vermont;  also, 
over  the  United  States  immigration  sta¬ 
tions  located  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
Canada.  ' 

2.  Boston,  Massachusetts.  The  dis¬ 
trict  office  in  Boston,  Massachusetts,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  States  of  New 
Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  and  Rhode 
Island. 

3.  New  York  City,  New  York.  The  dis¬ 
trict  office  in  New  York  City,  New  .York), 
has  jurisdiction  over  the  following  coun¬ 
ties  in  the  State  of  New  York;  Bronx, 
Columbia,  Dutchess,  Greene,  Kings, 
Nassau,  New  York,  Orange,  Putnam, 
Queens,  Richmond,  Rockland,  Suffolk, 
Sullivan,  Ulster,  and  Westchester;  and 
for  primary  inspection  purposes  only,  the 
following  counties  in  the  State  of  New 
Jersey:  Bergen,  Essex,  Hudson,  Middle¬ 
sex,  and  Union. 
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4.  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania.  The 
district  office  in  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  has  jurisdiction  over  the  States  of 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

5.  Baltimore,  Maryland.  The  district 
office  in  Baltimore,  Maryland,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  State  of  Maryland. 

6.  Miami,  Florida.  The  district  office 
in  Miami,  Horida,  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  State  of  Florida. 

7.  Buffalo,  New  York.  The  district 
office  in  Buffalo,  New  York,  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  State  of  New  York  except 
that  part  within  the  jurisdiction  of  dis¬ 
trict  No.  3;  also,  over  the  United  States 
immigration  stations  located  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  Canada. 

8.  Detroit,  Michigan.  The  district 
office  in  Detroit,  Michigan,  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  State  of  Michigan. 

9.  Chicago,  Illinois.  The  district  office 
in  Chicago,  Illinois,  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  States  of  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

10.  St.  Paul,  Minnesota.  The  district 
office  in  St.  Paul,  Minnesota,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  States  of  Minnesota, 
North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota;  also, 
over  the  United  States  immigration  sta¬ 
tion  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba, 
Canada. 

11.  Kansas  City,  Missouri.  The  dis¬ 
trict  office  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  States  of  Kansas 
and  Missouri. 

12.  Seattle,  Washington.  The  district 
office  in  Seattle,  Washington,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  State  of  Washington; 
also,  over  the  United  States  immigration 
stations  located  in  the  Province  of 
British  Columbia,  Canada. 

13.  San  Francisco,  California.  The 
district  office  in  San  Francisco,  Califor¬ 
nia,  has  jurisdiction  over  the  State  of 
Nevada  and  over  the  following  counties 
in  the  State  of  California :  Alameda,  Al¬ 
pine,  Amador,  Butte,  Calaveras,  Colusa, 
Contra  Costa,  Del  Norte,  Eldorado, 
Fresno,  Glenn,  Humboldt,  Kings,  Lake, 
Lassen,  Madera,  Marin,  Mariposa,  Men¬ 
docino,  Merced,  Modoc,  Mono,  Monterey, 
Napa,  Nevada,  Placer,  Plumas,  Sacra¬ 
mento,  San  Benito,  San  Francisco,  San 
Joaquin,  San  Mateo,  Santa  Clara,  Santa 
Cruz,  Shasta,  Sierra,  Siskiyou,  Solano, 
Sonoma,  Stanislaus,  Sutter,  Tehama, 
Trinity,  Tulare,  Tuolumne,  Yolo,  and 
Yuba. 

14.  San  Antonio,  Texas.  The  district 
office  in  San  Antonio,  Texas,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  following  counties  in  the 
State  of  Texas;  Aransas,  Atascosa,  Ban¬ 
dera,  Bastrop,  Bee,  Bell,  Bexar,  Blanco, 
Brazos.  Brooks.  Brown,  Burleson,  Burnet, 
Caldwell,  Calhoun,  Callahan,  Cameron, 
Coke,  Coleman,  Comal,  Concho,  Coryell, 
Crockett,  De  Witt,  Dimmit,  Duval,  Ed¬ 
wards,  Falls,  Fayette,  Frio,  Gillespie, 
Glasscock,  Goliad,  Gonzales,  Guadalupe, 
Hays,  Hidalgo.  Irion,  Jackson.  Jim  Hogg, 
Jim  Wells,  Jones,  Karnes.  Kendall.  Ken¬ 
edy,  Kerr,  Kimble,  Kinney,  Kleberg, 
Lampasas,  La  Salle,  Lavaca.  Lee,  Live 
Oak,  Llano.  McCulloch,  McLennan,  Mc¬ 
Mullen,  Mason,  Maverick,  Medina, 
Menard.  Milam,  Mills,  Nueces,  Reagan, 
Real,  Refugio,  Robertson,  Runnels,  San 
Patricio,  San  Saba,  Schleicher,  Starr, 
Sterling,  Sutton,  Taylor,  Tom  Green, 
Travis,  Uvalde,  Val  Verde,  Victoria, 
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Webb,  Willacy,  Williamson,  Wilson, 
Zapata,  and  Zavala. 

15.  El  Paso,  Texas.  The  district  office 
in  El  Paso,  Texas,  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  State  of  New  Mexico,  and  the  follow¬ 
ing  counties  in  Texas:  Brewster,  Crane, 
Culberson,  Ector,  El  Paso,  Hudspeth, 
Jeff  Davis.  Loving,  Midland,  Pecos,  Pre¬ 
sidio,  Reeves,  Terrell,  Upton,  Ward,  and 
Winkler. 

16.  Los  Angeles,  California.  The  dis¬ 
trict  office  in  Los  Angeles,  California,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  following  counties 
in  the  State  of  California:  Imperial, 
Inyo,  Kern,  Los  Angeles,  Orange,  River¬ 
side,  San  Bernardino,  San  Diego,  San 
Luis  Obispo.  Santa  Barbara,  and  Ven¬ 
tura. 

17.  Honolulu,  Hawaii.  The  district 
office  in  Honolulu.  Territory  of  Hawaii, 
has  jurisdiction  over  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii. 

18.  Tucson,  Arizona.  The  district  of¬ 
fice  in  Tucson,  Arizona,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  State  of  Arizona. 

19.  Denver,  Colorado.  The  district 
office  in  Denver,  Colorado,  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  States  of  Colorado,  Utah, 
and  Wyoming. 

20.  Dallas,  Texas.  The  district  office 
in  Dallas,  Texas,  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  States  of  Oklahoma,  Arkansas,  and 
the  following  counties  in  Texas :  Ander¬ 
son,  Andrews,  Angelina,  Archer,  Arm¬ 
strong,  Austin,  Bailey,  Baylor,  Borden, 
Bosque.  Bowie,  Brazoria,  Briscoe,  Camp 
Carsen,  Cass,  Castro,  Chambers,  Cher¬ 
okee,  Childress,  Clay,  Cochran,  Collin, 
Collingsworth,  Colorado,  Comanche, 
Cooke,  Cottle,  Crosby,  Dallam,  Dallas, 
Dawson,  Dear  Smith,  Delta,  Denton, 
Dickens,  Donley,  Eastland,  Ellis,  Erath, 
Fannin,  Fisher,  F7oyd,  Foard,  Fort  Bend, 
Franklin,  Freestone,  Gaines.  Galveston, 
Garza,  Gray,  Grayson,  Gregg,  Grimes, 
Hale,  Hall,  Hamilton,  Hansford,  Harde¬ 
man,  Hardin.  Harris,  Harrison,  Hartley, 
Haskell,  Hemphill,  Henderson,  Hill, 
Hockley,  Hood,  Hopkins,  Houston,  How¬ 
ard,  Hunt,  Hutchinson,  Jack.  Jasper, 
Jefferson,  Johnson,  Kaufman.  Kent, 
King,  Knox,  Lamar,  Lamb,  Leon,  Liberty, 
Limestone,  Lipscomb,  Lubbock,  Lynn, 
Madison,  Marion,  Martin,  Matagorda, 
Mitchell,  Montague,  Montgomery,  Moore, 
Morris,  Motley,  Nacogdoches,  Navarro, 
Newton,  Nolan,  Ochiltree,  Oldham, 
Orange,  Palo  Pinto,  Panola,  Parker, 
Parmer,  Polk,  Potter,  Rains,  Randall, 
Red  River,  Roberts,  Rockwell,  Rusk, 
Sabine,  San  Augustine,  San  Jacinto, 
Scurry,  Shackelford,  Shelby,  Sherman, 
Smith,  Somervell,  Stephens,  Stonewall, 
Swisher,  Tarrant,  Terry,  Throckmorton, 
Titus,  Trinity,  Tyler,  Upshur,  Van  Zandt, 
Walker,  Waller,  Washington,  Wharton, 
Wheeler,  Wichita,  Wilbarger,  Wise, 
Wood,  Yoakum,  and  Young. 

21.  Newark,  New  Jersey.  The  district 
office  in  Newark,  New  Jersey,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  State  of  New  Jersey 
(except  that  for  primary  inspection  pur¬ 
poses  only  the  district  office  in  New 
York  City,  New  York,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  counties  of  Bergen,  Essex,  Hud¬ 
son,  Middlesex,  and  Union) . 

22.  Portland,  Maine.  The  district  of¬ 
fice  in  Portland,  Maine,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  State  of  Maine;  also,  over  the 
United  States  immigration  stations  lo- 
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cated  in  Canada  at  Yarmouth,  Nova 
Scotia,  and  St.  John,  New  Brunswick. 

23.  Hartford,  Connecticut.  The  dis¬ 
trict  ofBce  in  Hartford,  Connecticut,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  State  of.  Connec¬ 
ticut. 

1 24.  Cleveland.  Ohio.  The  district  of¬ 
fice  in  Cleveland,  Ohio,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  States  of  Ohio  and  Kentucky. 

25.  Washington,  D.  C.  The  district 
office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
the  States  of  Virginia  and  North 
Carolina. 

26.  Atlanta,  Georgia.  The  district  of¬ 
fice  in  Atlanta,  Georgia,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  States  of  Georgia,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Alabama,  and  Tennessee. 

27.  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico.  The  dis¬ 
trict  office  in  San  Juan.  Puerto  Rico,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico;  also,  over  the  Virgin  Islands 
of  the  United  States. 

28.  Hew  Orleans,  Louisiana.  The  dis¬ 
trict  office  in  New  Orleans,  Louisiana, 
has  jurisdiction  over  the  States  of  Louisi¬ 
ana  and  Mississippi. 

29.  Omaha,  Nebraska.  The  district 
office  in  Omaha,  Nebraska,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  States  of  Iowa  and  Ne¬ 
braska. 

30.  Helena,  Montana.  The  district  of¬ 
fice  in  Helena,  Montana,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  States  of  Montana  and  Idaho. 

31.  Portland,  Oregon.  The  district  of¬ 
fice  in  Portland,  Oregon,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  State  of  Oregon, 

32.  Anchorage,  Alaska.  The  district 
office  in  Anchorage,  Alaska,  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  Territory  of  Alaska. 

(c)  Suboffices.  The  following  offices, 
in  addition  to  the  facilities  maintained 
at  class  A  ports  of  entry  listed  in  8  CPR 
231,  are  designated  as  suboffices: 

Albany,  New  York,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico,  Boise,  Idaho,  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  £1 
Centro,  California,  Fairbanks,  Alaska, 
Fresno,  California,  Hammond,  Indiana, 
Manchester,  New  Hampshire,  Memphis, 
Tennessee,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania, 
Phoenix,  Arizona.  Reno,  Nevada,  Sacra¬ 
mento,  California.  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
St.  Louis,  Missouri,  Spokane,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Sjracuse,  New  York. 

Dated:  March  29.  1956. 

J.  M.  Swing, 
Commissioner  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2574;  Piled,  Apr.  5.  1956; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


Office  of  Alien  Property 

[Vesting  Order  SA-6] 

Banca  Commercials  Italiana  e  Rumena 

In  re:  Debts  owing  to  Banca  Commer- 
ciale  Italiana  e  Rumena.  F-57-96. 

Under  the  authority  of  Title  II  of  the 
International  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (69  Stat.  562),  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10644,  November  7,  1955  (20 
F.  R.  8363) ,  Department  of  Justice  Order 
No.  106-55,  November  23,  1955  (20  F.  R. 
8993),  and  pursuant  to  law,  after  inves¬ 
tigation.  it  is  hereby  found  and  deter¬ 
mined: 


1.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

a.  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  the  Superintendent  of  Banks  of 
the  State  of  New  York,  Albany,  N.  Y.,  as 
Liquidator  of  the  Business  and  Property 
in  New  York  of  Banca  Commerciale 
Italiana,  arising  out  of  a  blocked  account 
entitled,  “Banca  Commerciale  Italiana 
e  Rumena,  Bucharest.  Roumania.”  rep¬ 
resenting  a  100  percent  liquidating  divi¬ 
dend  on  an  account  payable  to  said 
Banca  Commerciale  e  Rumena  as  a 
creditor  of  Banca  Commerciale  Italiana. 
New  York  Agency,  maintained  by  the 
aforesaid  Superintendent  of  Banks,  to¬ 
gether  with  any  and  all  rights  to  de¬ 
mand,  enforce  and  collect  the  same; 

b.  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  the  Superintendent  of  Banks  of 
the  State  of  New  York,  Albany,  N.  Y.,  as 
Liquidator  of  the  Business  and  Property 
in  New  York  of  Banca  Commerciale 
Italiana.  arising  out  of  a  blocked  ac¬ 
count  entitled,  “Banca  Commerciale 
Italiana  e  Rumena,  Bucharest,  Rou¬ 
mania,”  representing  a  liquidating  divi¬ 
dend  of  100  percent  on  account  of  an 
“Advised  Dollar  Drafts  Outstanding” 
account  payable  to  said  Banca  Com¬ 
merciale  e  Rumena  by  Banca  Commer¬ 
ciale  Italiana,  New  York  Agency,  main¬ 
tained  by  the  aforesaid  Superintendent 
of  Banks,  together  with  any  and  all  rights 
to  demand,  enforce  and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
which  was  blocked  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended,  and 
remained  blocked  on  August  9,  1955,  and 
which  Is,  and  as  of  September  15,  1947 
was,  owned  directly  or  indirectly  by 
Banca  Commerciale  Italiana  e  Rumena, 
Bucharest,  Rumania,  a  national  of  Ru¬ 
mania  as  defined  in  said  Executive  Or¬ 
der  8389,  as  amended. 

2.  That  the  property  described  herein 
is  not  owned  directly  by  a  natural  person. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  administered, 
sold,  or  otherwise  liquidated,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Title  n  of 
the  International  Claims  Settlement  Act 
of  1949,  as  amended. 

It  is  hereby  required  that  the  property 
described  above  be  paid,  conveyed,  trans¬ 
ferred,  assigned  and  delivered  to  or  for 
the  account  of  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States  in  accordance  with  di¬ 
rections  and  instructions  issued  by  or  for 
the  Assistant  Attorney  General,  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property,  Department  of 
Justice. 

The  foregoing  requirement  and  any 
supplement  thereto  shall  be  deemed  in¬ 
structions  or  directions  Issued  under 
Title  n  of  the  International  Claims  Set¬ 
tlement  Act  of  1949,  as  amended.  At¬ 
tention  is  directed  to  Section  205  of  said 
Title  n  (69  Stat.  562)  which  provides' 
that: 

Any  payment,  conveyance,  transfer,  assign¬ 
ment,  or  delivery  of  property  made  to  the 
President  or  his  designee  pursuant  to  this 
title,  or  any  rule,  regulation.  Instruction,  or 
direction  issued  under  this  title,  shall  to  the 
extent  thereof  be  a  full  acquittance  and  dis¬ 
charge  for  all  purposes  of  the  obligation  of 
the  person  making  the  same;  and  no  person 
shall  be  held  liable  In  any  court  for  or  in 


respect  of  any  such  payment,  conveyance, 
transfer,  assignment,  or  delivery  made  in 
good  faith  In  pursuance  of  and  in  reliance  on 
the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  of  any  rule, 
regiilatlon,  instruction,  or  direction  issued 
thereunder. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
April  2. 1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Dallas  S.  Townsend, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R.  Doc,  56-2587;  Piled,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  SA-7] 
Government  of  Rumania 

In  re:  Debt  owing  to  the  Government 
of  Rumania,  F-57-3. 

Under  the  authority  of  Title  II  of  the 
International  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (69  Stat.  562),  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10644,  November  7,  1955  (20 
F.  R.  8363) ,  Department  of  Justice  Order 
No.  106-55,  November  23.  1955  (20  F.  R. 
8993),  and  pursuant  to  law.  after  in¬ 
vestigation,  it  is  hereby  found  and 
determined: 

1.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows  :  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  Credit  Suisse  New  York  Agency, 
25  Pine  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  arising 
out  of  an  accoimt  entitled  “Administra¬ 
tion  Commerciale  des  Ports  et  Voies 
Navigables,  Bucarest,  Roumanie”,  main¬ 
tained  at  the  aforesaid  bank,  together 
with  any  and  all  rights  to  demand,  en¬ 
force  and  collect  the  same. 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
which  was  blocked  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended,  and 
rwnained  blocked  on  August  9,  1955,  and 
which  is,  and  as  of  September  15,  1947 
was,  owned  directly  or  indirectly  by  Ru¬ 
mania,  as  defined  in  said  Executive 
Order  8389,  as  amended. 

2.  That  the  property  described  herein 
is  not  owned  directly  by  a  natural  person. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  administered, 
sold,  or  otherwise  liquidated,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Title  II  of  the 
International  (Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended. 

It  is  hereby  required  that  the  property 
described  above  be  paid,  conveyed,  trans¬ 
ferred,  assigned  and  delivered  to  or  for 
the  account  of  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States  in  accordance  with 
directions  and  instructions  issued  by  or 
for  the  Assistant  Attorney  General,  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Alien  Property,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice. 

The  foregoing  requirement  and  any 
supplement  thereto  shall  be  deemed  in¬ 
structions  or  directions  issued  under 
Title  II  of  the  International  Claims  Set¬ 
tlement  Act  of  1949,  as  amended.  Atten¬ 
tion  is  directed  to  section  205  of  said  Title 
n  (69  Stat.  562)  which  provides  that: 

Any  payment,  conveyance,  transfer,  assign¬ 
ment,  or  delivery  of  property  made  to  the 
President  or  his  designee  pursuant  to  this 
title,  or  any  rule,  regulation.  Instruction,  or 
direction  issued  under  this  title,  shall  to  the 


I 


I 


I 


I 


Friday,  April  6,  1956 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


extent  thereof  be  a  full  acquittance  and  dis¬ 
charge  for  all  purposes  of  the  obligation  of 
the  person  making  the  same;  and  no  person 
shall  be  held  liable  In  any  court  for  or  in 
respect  of  any  such  payment,  conveyance, 
transfer,  assignment,  or  delivery  made  In 
good  faith  in  pursuance  of  and  in  reliance 
on  the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  of  any  rule, 
regulation,  instruction,  or  direction  issued 
thereunder. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
April  2, 1956. 

For  the  Attorney  Generals 

[SEAL]  Dallas  S.  Townsend, 

Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-2588;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  SA-8] 

Banque  d’Escompte  de  Roumanie  S.  a. 

In  re:  Debt  owing  to  Banque  d’Es¬ 
compte  de  Roumanie  S.  E.  A.,  F-57-100. 

Under  the  authority  of  Title  n  of  the 
International  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (69  Stat.  562),  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10644,  November  7,  1955  (20 
F.  R.  8363) ,  Department  of  Justice  Or¬ 
der  No.  106-55,  November  23,  1955  (20 
F.  R.  8993),  and  pursuant  to  law,  after 
investigation,  it  is  hereby  found  and 
determined: 

1,  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  The  Chase  Manhattan  Bank,  18 
Pine  Street,  New  York,  New  York,  arising 
out  of  an  account  entitled  “Banque 
d’Escompte  de  Roumanie,  Bucarest,  Ru¬ 
mania’’,  maintained  at  the  aforesaid 
bank,  together  with  any  and  all  rights 
to  demand,  enforce  and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
which  was  blocked  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended,  and 
remained  blocked  on  August  9,  1955, 
and  which  is,  and  as  of  September  15, 
1947  was,  owned  directly  or  indirectly  by 
Banque  d’Escompte  de  Roumanie  S.  A., 
Bucarest,  Rumania,  a  national  of  Ru¬ 
mania  as  defined  in  said  Executive  Or¬ 
der  8389,  as  amended. 

2.  That  the  property  described  herein 
is  not  owned  directly  by  a  natural 
person. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  administered, 
sold,  or  otherwise  liquidated,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Title  II  of  the 
International  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended. 

It  is  hereby  required  that  the  property 
described  above  be  paid,  conveyed, 
transferred,  assigned  and  delivered  to  or 
for  the  account  of  the  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States  in  accordance  with 
directions  and  instructions  issued  by  or 
for  the  Assistant  Attorney  General,  Di¬ 
rector,  OfiBce  of  Alien  Property,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice. 

The  foregoing  requirement  and  any 
supplement  thereto  shall  be  deemed  in¬ 
structions  or  directions  issued  under 
Title  II  of  the  International  Claims  Set¬ 
tlement  Act  of  1949.  as  amended.  At¬ 


tention  Is  directed  to  Section  205  of  said 
•ntle  n  (69  Stat.  562)  which  provides 
that: 

Any  pa3rment,  conveyance,  transfer,  as¬ 
signment,  or  delivery  of  property  made  to 
the  President  or  his  designee  pursuant  to 
this  title,  or  any  rule,  regulation,  instruc¬ 
tion,  or  direction  Issued  under  this  title, 
shall  to  the  extent  thereof  be  a  full  acquit¬ 
tance  and  discharge  for  all  purposes  of  the 
obligation  of  the  person  making  the  same; 
and  no  person  shall  be  held  liable  In  any 
court  for  or  in  respect  of  any  such  payment, 
conveyance,  transfer,  assignment,  or  delivery 
made  in  good  faith  in  pursuance  of  and  In 
reliance  on  the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  of 
any  rule,  regulation,  instruction,  or  direction 
issued  thereunder. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
April  2, 1956. 

For  the  Attorney  Genearl. 

[SEAL]  Dallas  S.  Townsend, 

Assistant  Attorney  General,  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Alien  Prop-  . 
erty. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2589;  Piled.  Apr.  5,  1956; 

'  8:53  a.m.] 


[Vesting  Order  TA'-9] 

Cartea  Romaneasca  S.  A. 

In  re:  Debt  owing  to  Cartea  Roman¬ 
easca  S.  A.,  P-57-190. 

Under  the  authority  of  Title  II  of  the 
International  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (69  Stat,  562),  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10644,  November  7,  1955  (20 
P.  R.  8363) ,  Department  of  Justice  Order 
No.  106-55,  November  23,  1955  (20  P.  R. 
8993) ,  and  pursuant  to  law,  after  investi¬ 
gation,  it  is  hereby  foimd  and  deter¬ 
mined  : 

1.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  the  Guaranty  Trust  Company  of 
New  York,  140  Broadway,  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  arising  out  of  an  account  entitled 
“Cartea  Romaneasca  S.  A.,  Hold  Mail — 
Main  Office’’  maintained  at  the  aforesaid 
bank,  together  with  any  and  all  rights  to 
demand,  enforce  and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
which  was  blocked  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended,  and 
remained  blocked  on  August  9,  1955,  and 
which  is,  and  as  of  September  15,  1947 
was,  owned  directly  or  indirectly  by 
Cartea  Romaneasca  S.  A.,  Bucarest,  Ru¬ 
mania,  a  national  of  Rumania  as  defined 
in  said  Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended. 

2.  That  the  property  described  herein 
is  not  owned  directly  by  a  natural  person. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  administered, 
sold,  or  otherwise  liquidated,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Title  II  of  the 
International  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended. 

It  is  hereby  required  that  the  property 
described  above  be  paid,  conveyed,  trans¬ 
ferred,  assigned  and  delivered  to  or  for 
the  account  of  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States  in  accordance  with 
directions  and  instructions  issued  by  or 
for  the  Assistant  Attorney  General*  Di¬ 


rector,  Office  of  Alien  Property,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice. 

The  foregoing  requirement  and  any 
supplement  thereto  shall  be  deemed  in¬ 
structions  or  directions  issued  under 
Title  n  of  the  International  Claims  Set¬ 
tlement  Act  of  1949,  as  amended.  Atten¬ 
tion  is  directed  to  Section  205  of  said 
Title  n  (69  Stat.  562)  which  provides 
that: 

Any  payment,  conveyance,  transfer,  assign¬ 
ment,  or  delivery  of  property  made  to  the 
President  or  his  designee  pursuant  to  this 
title,  or  any  rule,  regulation.  Instruction,  or 
direction  Issued  under  this  title,  shall  to  the 
extent  thereof  be  a  full  acquittance  and  dis¬ 
charge  for  all  purposes  of  the  obligation  of  * 
the  person  making  the  same;  and  no  person 
shall  be  held  liable  in  any  court  for  or  in 
respect  of  any  such  payment,  conveyance, 
transfer,  assignment,  or  delivery  made  in 
good  faith  In  pursuance  of  and  in  reliance 
on  the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  of  any  rule, 
regulation,  instruction,  or  direction  issued 
thereunder. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
April  2,  1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Dallas  S.  Townsend, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Officer  of  Alien 
Property. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-2590;  Piled,  Apr.  6,  1956; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  SA-11] 

Pannonia  Ungarische  Ruckversiche- 

RUNGS  ANSTALT 

In  re:  Debt  owing  to  Pannonia  Unga¬ 
rische  Ruckversicherungs  Anstalt,  F- 
34-1207. 

Under  the  authority  of  Title  II  of  the 
International  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (69  Stat.  562),  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10644,  November  7,  1955  (20 
P.  R.  8363),  Department  of  Justice  Or¬ 
der  No.  106-55,  November  23,  1955  (20 
P.  R.  8993),  and  pursuant  to  law,  after 
investigation,  it  is  hereby  found  and 
determined : 

1.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  That  certain  debt  or  other  obli¬ 
gation  of  Guaranty  Trust  Company  of 
New  York,  140  Broadway,  New  York  15, 
N.  Y.,  arising  out  of  a  deposit  account 
entitled,  “Pannonia  Ungarische  Ruck¬ 
versicherungs  Anstalt  (In  Liquidation)’’, 
maintained  at  the  aforesaid  bank,  to¬ 
gether  with  any  and  all  rights  to  de¬ 
mand,  enforce  and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
which  was  blocked  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended,  and 
remained  blocked  on  August  9,  1955, 
and  which  is,  and  as  of  September  15, 
1947  was,  owned  directly  or  indirectly 
by  Pannonia  Ungarische  Ruckversiche¬ 
rungs  Anstalt,  Budapest,  Hungary,  a 
national  of  Hungary  as  defined  in  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  8389,  as  amended. 

2.  That  the  property  described  herein 
is  not  owned  directly  by  a  natural 
person. 
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NOTICES 


There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  administered, 
sold,  or  otherwise  liquidated,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Title  n  of  the 
International  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended. 

It  is  hereby  required  that  the  property 
described  above  be  paid,  conveyed  trans¬ 
ferred,  assigned  and  delivered  to  or  for 
the  account  of  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States  in  accordance  with 
directions  and  instructions  issued  by  or 
for  the  Assistant  Attorney  General,  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Alien  Property,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice. 

The  foregoing  requirement  and  any 
supplement  thereto  shall  be  deemed  in¬ 
structions  or  directions  issued  under 
Title  n  of  the  International  Claims  Set¬ 
tlement  Act  of  1949,  as  amended.  Atten¬ 
tion  is  directed  to  Section  205  of  said 
Title  n  (69  Stat.  562)  which  provides 
that: 

Any  payment,  conveyance,  transfer,  assign¬ 
ment.  or  delivery  of  property  made  to  the 
President  or  his  designee  pursuant  to  this 
title,  or  any  rule,  regulation,  instruction,  or 
direction  issued  under  this  title,  shall  to  the 
extent  thereof  be  a  full  acquittance  and  dis¬ 
charge  for  all  piirposes  of  the  obligation  of 
the  person  making  the  same;  and  no  person 
shall  be  held  liable  in  any  comt  for  or  in 
respect  of  any  such  payment,  conveyance, 
transfer,  assignment,  or  delivery  made  in 
good  faith  in  piirsuance  of  and  in  reliance 
on  the  provisibns  of  this  title,  or  of  any  rule, 
regulation,  instruction,  or  direction  issued 
thereunder. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
April  2.  1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Dallas  S.  Townsend, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien 
Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-2592;  Filed,  Apr.  5,  1956; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  SA-10] 

Dacxa-Rottmania  Societate  Generala  de 
Asigurare  in  Bucurestx 

In  re:  Debts  owing  to  Dacia-Roumanla 
Societate  Generala  de  Asigurare  in  Bu- 
curesti,  F-57-231. 

Under  the'  authority  of  Title  n  of  the 
International  CTlaims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (69  Stat.  562) ,  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10644,  November  7,  1955  (20 
F.  R.  8363) ,  Department  of  Justice  Order 
No.  lOe-55,  November  23,  1955  (20  F.  R. 
8993) ,  and  pursuant  to  law.  after  investi¬ 
gation,  it  is  hereby  found  and  deter¬ 
mined: 

1.  That  the  property  described  as 
follows: 

a.  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  J.  P.  Morgan  &  Co.,  Incorporated, 
23  Wall  Street.  New  York  8,  New  York, 
arising  out  of  an  account  entitled, 
“Dacia-Roumania  Societate  (Generala  de 
Asigurare  in  Bucuresti  (S-7910)”,  main¬ 
tained  by  the  aforesaid  corporation,  to¬ 
gether  with  any  and  all  rights  to  demand, 
enforce  and  collect  the  same, 

b.  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  J.  P.  Morgan  &  Co.,  Incorporated, 
23  Wall  Street,  New  York  8,  New  York, 
arising  out  of  an  accoimt  entitled, 
“Dacia-Roumania  Societate  Generala.de 
Asigurare  in  Bucuresti — General  Rulii^ 
No.  6  A/C  (8227)”,  maintained  at  the 
aforesaid  Corporation,  together  with  any 
and  all  rights  to  demand,  enforce  and 
collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
which  was  blocked  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended,  and 
remained  blocked  on  August  9, 1955,  smd 
which  is,  and  as  of  September  15.  1947 
was,  owned  directly  or  -indirectly  by 
Dacia-Roumania  Societate  Generala  de 
Asigurare  in  Bucuresti.  Bucarest,  Ru¬ 
mania,  a  national  of  Rumania  as  defined 
in  said  Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended. 

2.  That  the  prop)erty  described  herein 
is  not  owned  directly  by  a  natural  i)erson. 


There  Is  hereby  vested  In  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  property 
described  above,  to  be  administered,  sold, 
or  otherwise  liquidated,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Title  n  of  the  In¬ 
ternational  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949.  as  amended. 

It  is  hereby  required  that  the  property 
described  above  paid,  conveyed,  trans¬ 
ferred,  assigned  and  delivered  to  or  for 
the  account  of  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States  in  accordance  with  di¬ 
rections  and  instructions  issued  by  or 
for  the  Assistant  Attorney  General,  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Alien  Prop)erty,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice. 

The  foregoing  requirement  and  any 
supplement  thereto  shall  be  deemed  in¬ 
structions  or  directions  issued  xmder 
Title  n  of  the  International  Claims  Set¬ 
tlement  Act  of  1949,  as  amended.  Atten¬ 
tion  is  directed  to  Section  205  of  said 
Title  II  (69  Stat.  562)  which  provides 
that: 

Any  payment,  conveyance,  transfer,  as¬ 
signment,  or  delivery  of  property  made  to  the 
President  or  his  designee  pxirsuant  to  this 
title,  or  any  rule,  regulation,  instruction,  or 
direction  issued  under  this  title,  shall  to  the 
extent  thereof  be  a  full  acquittance  and  dis¬ 
charge  for  all  ptirposes  of  the  obligation  of 
the  p>erson  making  the  same;  and^no  p>erson 
shall  be  held  liable  in  any  court  for  or  in  re- 
sp>ect  of  any  such  payment,  conveyance, 
transfer,  assignment,  or  delivery  made  in 
good  faith  in  pursuance  of  and  in  reliance  on 
the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  of  any  rule, 
regulation,  instruction,  or  direction  issued 
thereunder. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
April  2, 1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Dallas  S.  Townsend, 

Assistant  Attorney  General,  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Alien  Prop¬ 
erty. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-2591;  Piled,  April  5,  1956; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


